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HE Ag and learned 
Author of the Reaſons, for 
A reſtoring theſe Prayers and 
Directiont, has written his 
Ther ghts, with thit Candor and Inge- 
Fun and that Decency iu all reſpedts, 
that though I can by no means come in- 
to the ſame Meaſures with him, nothing 
could however have prevailed with me, 
do take any publick notice of them, had 
not — it neceſſary to ſay ſome- 
thigg of Caution, whereby to 
diet Avg Influence, that being thus 
lauſibl/ convey'd, they may otherwiſe 
de like to have, upon the Minds of ſuch 
as are not proper Judges of them. But 
In ſuch A cafe where Silence may prove 
Aiminal, by ſuffering People to err for 
| B want 
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want of having things ſet in a iis Light. 
it is each one's Concern to lend: a helping 


Hand, fo far- as ſuits with his Circum- 
ſtances, and the hope he has of being 


ſerviceable, to thoſe who need his "AL 
ſiſtance. And if upon ſuch an{tcafion I 
endeavour, to ſhew the No-neceſlity of 
the defired Reformation, I hope I ſhall 
not be thought needleſsly * 1g even by 
thoſe who may not be altogether of the 
fame Opinion with me; eſpeeially ſince 
my great Deſign is only, to do what in 
me lies towards the preventing a dange- 
rous, as well as unneceſſary Diviſion a- 
mongſt us. | 

The Heads inſiſted upon by this wor. | 
thy and learned Gentleman are Four. 

I. Mixing Water with the Wine in the 
Chalice for the Euchariſt, - _ _. 

II. Prayers for the Dead. 

III. The Prayer for the Deſcent of the. 
Holy Ghoſt upon the Sacramental Ele- 15 
ments. 

IV. The Oblatory Prayers. Fach of 
which I ſhall take ber to conſider, i 
and to ſhew upon what Accounts they 
fail of giving me ſatisfaction, and it is 
probable therefore may appear unſa- 
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tisfactory to others, And I begin with. 


the firſt of them. 
I. Mix- 
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> ( 
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the Chalice for the Euchariſt. This Cu- 
ſtom, we are told, ſtands upon unqueſtio: 
able Authority. But here it falls out 
S || ſomewhat unlikely, that as this Practice 
can never be ſhewn neceſſary from any 
thing in Scripture, from whence it wou 


of | be moſt properly deduc'd, ſo neither do 


U ve hear any thing of it till about 150 


ears after our Saviour's Incarnation. At 
1 | which time Juſtin Martyr giving an Ac- 
count of the Chriſtians manner of Wors 
in I ſhip, ſpeaks of a Mixture in the Sacra- 
mental Cup, in his Apology commonly 
* called the Second; but then here are 
Ito things to be obſervd, ff, That 
The tells us in the Words immediately be- 
fore theſe here referr'd to, that at the 
concluſion of theit other Prayers, before 
they proceeded to the holy Euchariſt, * 
ney ſaluted one another with a Kiſs 3 
hich being certainly of Apoſtolical U- 
age continued down to that time, and 
of commonPrafice in it;muſt have a much 
better Plea to be revived, than thoſe which 
» Eppear not at all to have been known to 
e be Apoſtles; And yet fo it is, that the 
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Mixture in the Sacramental Cup, which as 
far as appears was unknown, as 1 ſaid, to 
the Apoſtles, and we are ſure has not the 
leaſt intimation of it in Scripture, is ear- 
neſtly inſiſted upon, as of great neceſſity 
to be revived, only becauſe thus uſed; 
and the other, tho* mentioned in Scri- 
pture, and a common Uſage in the Church 
in Fuſtin's time, is not thought fit to be 
taken notice of : As neither are the Or- 
der of Deaconneſſes, the Love-Feaſts be- 
fore the Euchariſt, &c. tho? certainly 
of Uſe in the Apoſtles time, and approved 
of by them. 85 

2. That what Juſtin Mariyr meant by 
his Kezyus, or Mixture, is not eaſy to de- 
clare, That this Word frequently denotes 
a compoſition of Wine and Water no one | 
that I know of will pretend to deny; I 
am ſure I will not. But how it can lig- 
nify ſo in this place, where the Father. 
ſpeaks ofa Mixture before the Water was 


put to it, will be ſomewhat hard to ſhew, 


T grant mixing of Wine and Water for 
common Drink in hot Countries, is not 
only the common Practice now, but was 
ſo much ſo formerly, that * Juvenal uſes 
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| * —— Neſcit tot millibus emptus 
Pauperibus miſcere puer. Sat. 5, v. 6. 


„ , the 


Old for the Wine to which the Wa- 


| whereby to ſhew, that cp, ns, or 


e 
the, Word Miſcere to Mingle, for giving 
one to drink. And || Achenæus tells us 
that Staphylus was the firſt that invented 
this d Agde, this Mixture of the, Wine. 
And again that * Homer commended ſuch 
Wine as would receive dh zpzaw,, 6 
large Mixture of the Water, Upon which 
Words Iſaac Caſaubon notes, that in 
this way of ſpeaking xpaas is taken for 
the Water put to the Wine. But I want 
to know where it was ever uſed of 


ter, was put. He immediately ſubjoins, 
Hodie contra in Idiotiſino Græcorum xgao: 
eſt vinum. Now on the contrary in the 
dialect of the Greeks xn is Wine. But 
he does not offer at any one Example, 
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any other like Word, was ſo uſed amongſt 
the. antient Greeks. So that I think, I 
may however reaſonably infiſt upon it 
that xpxzps will not ſignify pure Wine 
without any Mixture. 

| Irenaus and Clemens Alexandrinus , 
who both lived before the end of that 
Century, are cited as ſpeaking plainly of 
a Mixture in the Euchariſt, And the lat- 
ter ſays expreſsly, that 1t conſiſted of Wine 
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and Water. But neither of them fp: il 
a Word of its being neceſſary. And ere 
it may further be remembred that con- 
tempdrary with theſe, eſpecially the lat- 
ter of them, was Tertullian, who men- 
tions diverſe Uſages in his time, in the 
Church where he lived; * for which he 
declares there was no Direction in Scri- 
pture, I add which are almoſt all not now 
thought neceſſary to bereſtored, nor plead- 
ed for, as the Water in the Cup is. 
About the middle of the third Century 
lived St. Cyprian, a famous Biſhop and 
wy And he I confeſs is very poſi- 
tive for the Uſe of the Water, as of out 
Saviour's own Inſtitution; adding more- 


over a-myſtical Signification of the Cup 


thus prepared, fo as not only to denote 
our Saviour's Blood, but beſides an Union 
of the People with him ; the Water fig- 
nifying the People, and the Mixture of it 
with the Wine their inſeparable Union 
with Chriſt, He is ſaid to be deciſive in 
the Caſe : And yet as great a Veneration 
as I have for this holy Father, hope I may, 
without offence, be allowed to obſerve, that. 

Firſt, This was not before the mid- 
dle of the third Century; by which 
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time it was poſſible th 7 Tradition .of. our 
Saviour's having adminiſtred a mixed 


red a mixed Cur 
might be thought of longer ſtanding, and 


reater Authority, than really it was. 

nd ſo e might poſlibly have. 
ſurer Ground for this Aſſertion than for 
the Reaſon he gives of the Uſage, that it 
might repreſent the near relation betwixt 
Chriſt and his Church; of which I find 
not the leaſt intimation, either in-our Sa- 
viour's Inſtitution of his laſt Supper, or 
any other part of Scripture, And how then 
che truth and certainty of ſuch a Signi- 
tion ſhould appear, I am yet to learn, 
It is poſſible, I ſay, that St, Cyprian, 
as; great a Man as he was, might be out 


than in the Reaſon he aſſigns for it. This 
J perſwade my ſelf cannot be denied by 
any one, who reflects that Irenæus lived 
in the ſame Century with Juſtin Martyr, 
who is reckoned to have firſt- mentioned 
this Uſage, and but a. little after him; 
and in his time happened the famous Con- 
teſt. betwixt Pope Victor and the Afratick 
Churches, about the Obſervation of Ex- 
if For which both Parties pleaded 
Tradition, * the one from St. Jahn and 
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St. Philip, and the other from St. Peres 
and St. Paul ; though in plain contra- 
diction to each other. Whence it uni- 

voidably follows, that there might be 
erronedus Traditions by that time, and 
even in matters of general Concern; un- 
lefs we would ſay, the Apoſtles taught 
contrary to one another, in a Caſe relatin 
to the Univerſal Church. Which I muff 
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own I dare not affirm of them. 
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St. Philip, and. others of che Apoftles | 
had faid, and told of many Traditions he 
had thus receiv'd, as from them. But the 
moſt” remarkable of them was, that after 
the Reſurrection of all Fleſb from the dead, 
the Kingdom of Chrift ſoould bz continued 
and eſtabliſhed won Earth, for a Thoufand 
Tears, after a_ human and corporal man- 
ner: Which conceit Euſebius proſeſſes 
himſelf to believe he 200. up,” from ſome 
Saying s 1. the Apoſiles, not tightly unter- 
flood. Tet this Notion prevail'd wide 
and long upon the bare reputation of the 
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[ 9] 
Relater as || the Hiſtorian aſſures us. So 
that we ſee, it was not impoſſible for 
Traditions to be miſrepreſented, even in 
thoſe early times of Chriſtianity. Let 
both this and thoſe other of Victor and 
the A/zaticks were ſaid to be derived from 
the Apoſtles themſelves, as well as St. 
Cyprian's for the Mixture, from our Lord 
himſelf. And Hoſpinian affirms of thoſe 
times, that whatſoever religious Cuſtoms 
had got admittance into the Church, they 
were forthwith reckoned to have proceed- 
ed from Apoſtolical Tradition, and the 
Doctrine of the Holy Ghoſt. Let from 
what has been ſaid it appears, they were 
not always of ſuch venerable and divine 


Extraction. Nor is it hard to conceive 


that they ſhould not. For when we call 
to mind, how many ſpurious Writings 
were anciently put forth under the Names, 
ſome of our Lord himſelf and his Bleſſed 
Mother; and many more under thoſe of 
the Apoltles, and others of the firſt Diſ- 
ciples, 1t 1s not at all ſtrange that they 
ſhould ſet themſelves in like manner to 
ſow counterfeit Traditions; which others 
much better than themſelves might hap- 
pen to ſwallow without a due Examina- 
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[ 10 ] 
tion, and ſo might inconſiderately propa- 
gate them, till they came to be looked 
upon even by thoſe of better Judgment, 
as truly Primitive and Apoſtolical. 
2. This ſame Father in this * ſame 
Epiſtle, lays down a Rule that may be 
of uſe in our preſent Caſe. A. Chri- 
ſtus debeat ſolus audiri, &c. That Chriſt 
only is to be bearkened to; becauſe the 
Father bears bim Witneſs =_ Heaven, 
ſaying, This is my moſt beloved Son, in 
whom I am well pleaſed, bear ye hin. 
Wherefore if Chriſt only is to be attended 
to, we are not to mind, what any before 
w has thought fit to be done, but what 
Chriſt who was before all, did firſt, Ac- 
cording to which Rule, it can never be 
proved, that the Uſage here contended 
for can be neceſſary to be revived, till it 
be firſt proved, that our Saviour inſtituted 
Water, as a neceſſary Part of his Eucha- 
riſt. Of which I ſhall have Occaſion to 
inquire in its proper Place. Here I only 
note, that by St. Cyprian's own Rule, 
this Mixture can have no firm footing, 
till it (hall plainly appear that it was of 
our Saviour's [nſtitution. And at another 
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time he affitms, that * Cuſtom wit hous 
Truth is but Antiquity of Error. Where 
he manifeſtly means a Cuſtom of long 
Continuance, becauſe it could not other- 
wiſe have Antiquity to plead for itſelf. 
Yet ſuch, if not founded in truth, he de- 
clared to be no better than an ancient 
Error. And Firmilian writing to him, 
blames the Romans f for not obſerving in 
all things what bad been delivered from 
the Apoſtles, and that they vainly pre- 
tended Apoſtolical Authority, for what 
they did. And ſays St. Cyprian again, || 
Si in Sacrificio quod Chriſtus obtulerit, &c. 
If in the Sacrifice that Chrift offered, 
none but Chriſt is to be followed: 10e muſt 
then hearken to and do what Chriſt did, 
and what be commanded to be done, So 
that according to St. Cyprian's own Do- 
ctrine, and Firmilian's, it is plain that un- 
leſs this Tradition of mixing Water 
with the Wine, can be fully proved, 
o have had its Original from our 
Saviour, or his Apoſtles or both, we 
are no more obliged to follow his Exam- 
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ple herein, than in his Rebaptization of 

Hereticks. 8 
3. As to the myſtical Signification this 
Mixture is here ſaid to have in it, the Ox- 
Ford Annotators upon the Place note, that 
Non ſemper illud quod myſterium in ſe con- 
rinere dicitur, perpetuò ratum ſanctumque 
in Eccleſid permanet, &c. Every thing 
that is faid to contain a Myſtery in it, is 
not upon this account to remain always 
fixed and holy. Which Aſſertion they 
undertake to confirm by theſe Inſtances. 
« Formerly a Loaf of Bread was uſed in 
the Euchariſt, to the end that all who 
were made Partakers of it, might be 
tc ſhewn to be one Bread and to receive 
& the broken Body of our Lord; till af. 
4 terwards Wafers came in uſe, and yet 
* theſe had their Myſtery too, as having 
“ the reſemblance of Money, the Price 
of our Lord's Body. So in this very 
« Epiſtle, our Author relates the holy 
« Euchariſt, to have been firſt celebrated 
« by our Lord at Night, and not with 
« out a Myſtery ; that this time of the 
* Sacrifice might ſhew forth the Even- 
« ing of the World; as it is written 
Exodus 12. 6, The whole Aſſembly ef 
« the Congregation of Iſrael ſball kill it 
&« in the Evening, Yet preſently = 
I 6s ne 


43 
he ſubjoins, But we celebrate the 
cc Lord's Re urredtion in the Morning Z | 


is | 5 whence alſo it will appear, that we 
x. | © defire to walk in the Light of Cbrift, 
at | Moreover, Water is commanded by the 
nl E Decree of Pope Eng enius, to be mixed 
»| © in the Cup, that is to be confecrated,in 
ng © a ſmall Proportion, whereby to ſignify 
iz} © by the much greater Quantity of the 
yl © Wine, the Prevalency of Chrift's Me- 
ey © rits, and his Dignity above human Na- 
es. © ture. And yet it is not leſs happily 
in] “ that by the Uſe of Wine alone, is in- 
hol “ timated, that we are ſaved only dy the 
be © Meritsand Blood of Chriſt; with mort 
ive to the fame Purpoſe. url 
af. 4. Not only the Scripture bat St, G. 
yaſ prian in this ſame Epiſtle informs us 
ing that our Saviour inſtituted the Euchariſt 
rice after Supper; and Socrates * teſtifies that 
er in ſome Places this Uſage was continued 
zolyſ even in his Days; yet it is well known 


ated 


that not only in Tertullian's time, the 


ith} Chriſtians met to partake of it + #n ante- 
the lucanis cætibus, before Day, whereby to 
ven- avoid the diſcovery of their Enemies, 
ittenſ} but in time it became the common Pra- 
. 3 
all i * H, Ecel. J. 5. c. 22. 7 De Cor. Mil. c. 3. 
aſte * 


6s he 
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Rice to receive it in the Morning. St. Cy- 
prian queſtions, whether in his time 
they were obliged to celebrate it after 
Supper? As he confeſſes they did not. 
And St. Auguſtin teſtifies F that in his 
Days it prevailed over all the Chriſtian 
World, that it ſhould be receiv'd Faſting. 
And it will not be eaſy to-give a good 
Reaſon, ſuppoſing our 3 had deli- 
vered his Diſciples a mixt Cup to drink 
of, why we muſt neceſſarily be more ob- 
liged to contend for the reſtoring that, 
than for Communicating always after 
Supper, ſeeing the Scripture makes no 
mention of any Water, but only of the 
Fruit of the Vine. The Evangeliſts do 
not ſpeak at all of Water in the Cup, 
but do certainly ſpeak of receiving after 
Supper. And therefore ſuppoſing either 
of them were to be revived, I ſhould 


think that to be preferred, of which 


there is moſt undoubted Evidence. And 
I will owa myſelf obliged to any one 
that can clearly ſhew me why it ought 
not. 
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debemus ? 


7 Ep. 118. c. 6, 


3. St. 


Mao & r 1 " ww WW a - 


A *”. Gd 2% et bt ho 


1 


L151 

5. St. Cyprian informs us that it was 
the Cuſtom in his time, * as it conti- 
nued long after, to give the Sacrament. 
to Children. And St. Auguſtin poſitively 
affirms, || Sine quo nec parvuli poſſunt ha- 
bere vitam in ſæmet ipſis, they can have 
no Life in themſelves without it, But it 
continu'd long after him, to the * eighth 
and 1 the ninth Century; nay even in 
the twelfth, as appears from a Letter 
of Pope Paſchal II. mentioned by * Ba- 
ronius. Beſides, + Thomas Aquinas teſti- 
fies that fome of the Greeks in his Days, 
in the middle of the thirteenth Century, 
continu'd this Uſage. The learned 
Dr. Whitby in his Appendix in anſwer to 
the Repreſenter, at the end of his De- 
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* De Lapſis. 

+ Conftitut, Apoſt. J. 8. c. 13. B. Aug. Epiſt. 23. 
93, 106, 107. Cont. duas Epiſt. Pelagianorum. d. r. c. 
22. & l. 4. c. 4. Cont. Julian. Pelag. I. 1. c. 2. & l. 3. c. 
I. & c. 12. De Peccat. merit. & remiſ. I. 1. c. 20. & 24. 
Cont. Pelag. Hypognoſt. c. 5. Gelaſ. Epiſt. ad omnes 
Epiſcopos per Picenum. Conc. Lab. & Caſs, Tom. 4, 
p. 1177. Gennad. de Eccl. Dogm. c. 52. Phot, Bibli- 
oth. cod. 177. p. 395. & 400. Conc. Toletau. XI. can. IT, 

De Peccat. merit. & remiſ. J. 4. c. 4. 

* Carol. Mag. de Imag. l. 2. c. 27. 

Du Pin Nouv. Bibl. Tom. 7. p. 157. in Quarto. 
& Beat. Rhenan. in Tert. de Coron. p. 857. 

* Præter in Parvulis, ac omnino infirmis, qui pa- 
nem abſorbere non poſſunt. Quibus ſatis communicari 
in Sanguine Baron. Append. Tom. 12. ad ann. 1118. 

F Secund, ſecund. Qu. 80. art. 9. 3”. 


monſtration 


2 — 


A 
mo nſtration that the Church of Rome and 
ber Councils have erred, in their Decrees 
about the Communion in one Kind, + af- 
firms that this was, the Opinion of the 
Greek Church, even. almoſt to our preſent 
Age, and produces very good Authorities 
to prove it. The Author of the Ancient 

and Modern Religion of the Muſcovites 
aſſures us, that that People continue the 
fame Practice even now. And our own 
late learned Dr, Smith, who had lived 
long amongſt the Greeks, and being a Man 
of accurate Obſervation, may well be ſup- 
poſed to have fully informed himſelf 
concerning them, + teſtifies of them in 
general, that they till retain the ſame, 

The ſame alſo * Varentius did before 

him and Þ Arcudius. St. Auguſtin* pleads 

an Ancient, and as he conceives an Apo- 
ſtolicat Tradition for it. And it is ewn- 
ed by the 7 eleventh Council of Toledo. 
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+ Page 109. * La Relig. ancien. & moderne 
des Molc.c. 7. p. 85. & c. 15. p. 150. f 
7 De Ecclef. Græc ftatu hodierno, Edit. nov. & c. 
p. 109. & Piæmonit. ad Lectorem ſuorum Miſcellane- 
2 Vid. etiam N. de Lyra, Contzen, Maldonat. in 


- — 
8 = —_— -— — — = = 
. p . : 1 1 5 — * r 822 _ COS 
+ * 9 = 2 4d - oh * DID Pls - = (RY R * 4 a 12 «FF — 1” q q — 
15 + nt 1 * FX yy A "- C pa f - * 184 y - [ * E 
- A gg 1+. N ** e * * = "7" - N N For — WE; * e n N * Ch * 17 * + 7 — 7 * &T — > 
* » - -F vip - wn - ow J-* * 8 q £ 2 * 8 „ , r 4 * 
eee 1 ; — = 1 2 r 22 — 
rr 3 1 , * * - — 22 
5 — - — pw . — "+ — —— — 
. — — — 93 * 4 A - 2 * 
-4 = — — ow — — ——_ * „„ — — pry * 
x 
a * 
— 
* 
| wt, conde. 
; Rnd A Kg $s of 2 


* fins 


Jo. 6. 5 
De divert Gent. Relig. p. 246. Edit Cantah. 
T De Concord Eccl. Orient. & Occid. J. 1. c. 14. & 
J. 3. c. 40. * De peccat. merit. remiſs, I. I. c. 24. 
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„— is, a. Practice : of the whole. 
BAK from St: Cypriaw s time, and how, 

uch longer I khow. not, down to the 
Twelkh Century, and in the Oriental 
Church eyer ſince, allow'd of by a Coun- 
eil, ſo far as its Authority wi o, and 
thought to be derived from the pellen 
And if bare Tradition, hoot a certain 
Inſtication, will make an univerſal Pra- 
aice phligator) 10 all fucceeding Ages, 
how'thws. comes nôt to be ſo, will need 
an Oedipus: i unriddle. " Yet this is not 
thought neceſſary. to be revived, whilſt 
others which baye no better Authority 
for. them are zealouſly contended for, a8 
of abſolute Neceſſit . 
And now if we 15 theſe ſeveral Con- 
fderations together; That it is no Ab- 
ſurdity to Tuppoſe, St. Option 8 Tradis 
tion might. come to him with ſome Im- 
provement.,, as being repreſented both 
— | older. and fuller than it really "ought, to 
ne have been; That in all doubtful "Caſes 

it is his own Rule, that the Enqui is 
not to be What this or that great 
ſaid, but what Chriſt ſaid before them 
all; That t myſtical Signification aſcri· 
bed to the ixture, if better founded 
than Ican diſcover 1 it to be, would never . 


rove it to be of perpetual Obl! ation; 
80 c D ; That 


E Nr i | 


That we are re infallibly taught, that our 
Saviour inſtituted the Euchariſt after 
Supper, and yet it has been almoff al- 
s adminiſtred to the Communicants 
"Ba ing, ſometimes very early in the 
Morning, but univerſall Pein Dinner; 
though I cannot think but what we cer- 
tainly learn from Scripture, muſt be at 
leaſt as neceſſary as what the Scripture 
fays nothing of; And laſfly, that it was | 
the Practice of che whole Church, down 
at leaſt from St. Cyprian's time to the 
Twelfth Century, and of a great Part of 
it to this Day, to give the holy Eucha- 
riſt to Children, and yet this is not] 
thought neceſſary in . Patt of the 
World, nor inſiſted upon as ſuch; if we 
put theſe things together I fay, F cannot 
ſee how any thing even that this great 
Man has ſaid, can be a ſufficient Evi- 
dence, that the ane at preſent deſi - 
red, ought to be inſiſted pon, as of Ne- 
ceſſity to be Reſtored. 1 would pay all 
* to St, Cyprian, and J hope 
I have not ſaid any thing diſagreeable, to 
the ſingular Character and Reputation, he 
juſtly bears in the Chriſtian World, but 
et I humbly conceive, the foregoing 
bſervations will fairly bear me out, in 
nor admitting the Mixture of Wine b 
l 7 
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1 1 9 0 | 
the Sacramental Cup, to be of indiſpen- 
ſable and perpetual Obligation, after all 
that he has ſaid for it. 
But farther, our Saviour's Inſtitution is 
| pleaded for this Mixture. And I muſt 
own, that if I could find it injoined 
there I ſhould eaſily give up the Cauſe; 
and on the contrary ſhodald thenceforwar 
became as deſirous of it, as any of its 
- | moſt-zealous Advocates. And it is meerly 
for want of ſuch a Foundation for it, 
that I have now attempted to ſhew the 
No- neceſſity of it. That our bleſſed Sa- 
viour gives not the leaſt Hint of any 
thing more in the Cup, than the Fruit of 
Vine, nay that in St. Matth. 26. 29. he 
ſays, This Fuit of tbe Vine; as if he 
deſigned purpoſely to acquaint us, that 
what he had juſt given his Diſciples to 


drink was purely the Fruit of the Vine, 
Wine and nothing elſe, is paſt doubt. I 


may take it for granted on all Hands, 
that had our Saviour ſaid upon giving 
the Cup, I will drink no more of this 


my Father's Kingdom, every one would 
have immediately underſtood the Cup, 
to be filled with Water, and to have 


he ſays, he will drink no more © 
. D'S this 


Water until I drink it with you in 


had no Wine in jt. Why then, _ 
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this Fruit of the Vine, this Wine, why 
ſhould we not likewiſe underſtand him to 
mean that it was Wine without Water? 
That our Saviour adminiſtred in pure 
Wine, is undoubtedly the plaineſt and 
moſt natural Senſe of his vwn Words; 
which are the beſt and moſt ſure Guide 
we have to go by. And this I ſhould 
think were enough to decide the Caſe; 
inaſmuch as it muſt needs imply, either 
that there was no Water in our Saviour's 
Euchariſtical Cup; or if there were, that 
he did not look upon it as of that Conſe- 
2 as to make it a neceſſary ſtanding 
Part of his Inſtitution. © 2 

Nevertheleſs to this it is ſaid, that 
Dr. Lightfoot obſerves from Maimonides 
and the Talmud, that the Jews mixt Was 
ter with their Wine at the Paſchal Feſti- 
val. And tbe Apoſtolical Conſtitutions in- 
form 1s plainly, that our Saviour at the 
Inſtitution of the holy Eucbariſt, mixed the 
Cup with Wine and Water. Yet both theſe 
Authorities, I muſt beg leave to ſay, I 
take to come ſhort of the Mark. Buxtorf 
tells us, * that the Fews had four Cups 
at their Paſſover, which all were obliged 
to drink off, and that they confiſted of 
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V Synag, Jud. c. 18. 3 4 vi | 
Wine, 


7 
5 | "Wine, red Wise tit ir coul be Had, and 
0 | -wete''good in its kind; without the 
? | leaſt mention of any Water to be put to 
e 
d 


it!. However, Tam willing to pay that 
reſpe& to Maimonides, (though of *: the 
Twelfth Century; and ſo a very late 
Witneſs, for à Fact done in but Saviour's 
time,) upon account of that famed Say- 
3 | ing amongſt the 7 ewe, ꝶ dονꝗu Ty wan 
D ν e d from Moſes ta Moſes there 
8. never aroſe any like Moſes, that ĩs to lay, 
t | from Moſes their great Lawgiver and 
Conductor out of Eypt, to this Moſes 
g Maimonides thete aroſe none like this Jat- 
ter Moſes; andito the Talmud though at 
the ſooneſt not before the Fifth Century, 
and ſo ſomewhat, of the lateſt likewiſe, 
though it had been of much greater Au- 
- thority than it is; I am willing to pay 
that Refped to both theſe Authorities, 
e Nas to ſuppoſe for the preſent, that they 
e Hare not any way miſtaken. What is it 
e that we are to learn from theſe two? 
I That the Jews mixed Water with the 
Fine at their Paſchal Feſtival; and that 
5s the third Cup of Wine, which the Jews 
d drank upon this Occaſion, was called the 
of 52) & ka 6462 07 ls bb 68 5 Ek 2 


: Jo. Buxtorf Prafit.'ad Lectotem More Nevachim, 
j q » oY * ; | g ö 
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Cup of Bleffing ; the ſame Name by which 


the Apoſtle St. Paul calls the Euchari- 
ſtical Cup, 1 Car. 10. 16. Well now, we 
will let what Buxtorf fays to the contra- 
1 go for nothing, and two Autho- 
rities paſs unexammed. What then can 
we: collect from them? Not that our 
Saviour certainly uſed mix d Wine in his 
Cup becauſe ſuppoſing the Paſchal Cups 
to be mixed, yet his wag not neceſſarily 
fo, inaſmuch as he did not iuſtitute his 
Eucharift, till the Paſchal Supper was o- 
ver; and ſo what Cup he uſed cannot be 
inferred from what had gone before it. 
As to this St. Paul is very expreſs, 
1 Cor. 1 1. 25. faying, After the ſame man- 


ped. And St. Luke to the very ſame pur- 
poſe acquaints us, that he tooł the Cup 
after Supper, were mo de. Ch. 22. 20, 
And though the Evangeliſts ſay this was 
done eNormoy avrey, which our Tranſla. 
tors have rendered as they were eating; 
theſe are very eaſily reconciled by con- 
ſtruing the Participle as a ſecond Indefi- 
nite, when they had eaten; This there 
fore being, manifeſt, that the holy Eucha- 
riſt was inſtituted after Supper, it can 
never be colleqed that our Saviour made 
ule of the ſame Cup, any more than by 
* probable 


ner alſo be took the Cup, when be bad ſup - 


£5 — 


„ if cheſe unnecaffary Conceſſiong 


axobible C6 onjekture; e feeble 
a Foundation 50 Build. a neceſſary Duty 
upon. So tHat to make way for the Ob- 
ligation ofithe'Mixture, we muſt not on- 
ly. admit the: Evidence of the Rabbier; 
far what can never be certainly proved 
from them; buc muſt again fUppoſe our 
da viour to have uſed" the ſame Cup, that 
was Ley at ey ry 5 7 without 
ecefiity for it; or: elſe the P 
act; [for the Nec of teſtoring this 
Practice falls to the & round. And yet 


were 
made they will not do the; Buſiveſs, s/f 
ſhall ew morefully in its proper Place. 
At pteſent I proceed to enquire what can 
be inferred for. ſettling this Debate, from 
| our-Saviour's: Cup being called hon 
of Bleffrag. It is 2 our Saviour 
ing about to graft his Religion uber the 
of the Jeu, which was nouw wearing 
Jout, he accommodated himſelf in 
Cafes, to their Uſages and Expreſſions. 


: 92 io he might do in the Inſtance before 
But how would this prove that he 


"vp uſed a mix'd Cup? It ſeems to me to aim 


Wat proving no more, than that what he 
he took was a third Cup, as the Cup of 
Bleſſing was wont to be. Which yet 
my wants fm farther Proof to make it evi- 
; dent. 
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dent. The Cup! our Saxftotr tbok-being 
after Supper, muſt conſequently come af- 
tefkltithe-others were drunk off, and by: 
whatſoe vet Name be inight think dt. to 
call t, this) woutd''neved make it out, 
that it as tobe in all Reſpacts the fame 
wich the Fetus third Cup. As neither 
would his iinging th Cuſtomary 8 or 
Halls. And yet after all 1 do not 
find that our Sawiour ever gave this Name 
tohis Cup but only the Apoſtle Sti Raul 
calls ĩt ſo, from the Hleſſing pronounced 
upon it, and not with refpe&:to ay Mix. 
ture of hat was contained in iti gn 
Beſides, zit 4s owned That Dr. Hadte. 
and Mr. Johnson, amongſt other Ag 
ments. for the Sacrifice, in uν e e, 
avivur's being an Antitjpe 0 Melchile: 

k, wb offered Bread and Nins (and 
nothing elſe, as fur as: we know.) No if 
Meichiſedeck is ſaid only to bave offered 
Bread and Wine, and it is certain no more 
2s laid of him; I leave it to every one 
to determine, whether his Antity pe, our 
bleſſed Lord, were not more likely to 
conform to him herein, than to the Cu- 
ſtoms of the Fews, tho' their Cup in his 
time had been mixt, which I am not 
ſure it was; and tho' he had inſtituted 
his Euchariſt, before they had done eat- 
A 5 
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[ 25] 
ing; which the Scripture aſſures us tie 
did not. R 
So that here is nothing that can prove 
the Neceſſity of ſuch a Mixture. 

As neither can it be juſtly conclu- 
ded from the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions. 
Which though termed Apoſtolical, will 
not be ſufficient to ground any neceſſary 
Duty upon; . ſince, admitting them to 
come as near our Saviour's time; as their 
moſt favourable Advocates pretend them 
to have been, I have yet ſhewn from 
Pope Victor Conteſt with the A/zaticks, 
and from Papias, that Men might by that 
time be. impoſed upon with lle Tradi- 
tions, inſtead of true. And Tradition is 
all theſe Conſtitutions can pretend to 

plead for themſelves in the Caſe before us; 
none that lived then having been in the 
time of our Saviour and his Apoſtles; and 
having ſeen, or certainly known, witli 
what Liquor his Euchariſtick Cup was 
filled; any. otherwiſe than from the Re- 
lation of the Evangeliſts and St. Paul; 
Ineither of whom has one Word of the 
„Mixture of Water with the Wine. 
There are moreover pleaded for the 
"EMixture two other Fathers, and two 
ouncils; which therefore come next to 

be conſidered, | * 
Joy The 
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much leſs than twice, neither of them 


e 
The Fathers are two celebrated Wri- 
ters, St. Chryſoſtom and St. Baſil, both 
Men of great Authority, and famous in 
their Generation. Yet theſe two having 
lived the one above twice the time from 
our Saviour, that Irenæus and Pope Vi- 
For and Papias did, and the other not 


could poſſibly claim a more uncorrupted 
Conveyance of Tradition down to them, 
than had happened to theſe. And if, It. 
notwithſtanding their Tradition, either Ib 
our Saviour had not a mixed Cup,ordid not 
order his Diſciples to have one, and ſo 
it was not neceſſary before their time, 
their Authority could not any way make 
it neceſſary for the future. All that can} 
be learnt from the Liturgies under their 
Names, is at moſt but that they had a2 
Tradition which they looked upon as 
true, and therefore ated and directed 
their People to a& accordingly, Which! 
Tradition yet could not be true, if in- 
cohſiſtent with our Saviour's Inſtitution; 
as I have already in Part ſhewn it was 
and ſhall do it more fully, as I ſaid, bein 
fore I diſmiſs this firſt Article. This BP" 
ſay is the moſt that can be made of theſe}* 

Liturgies had chey been certainly genuJ”; 
ine and pure, without any Interpolations 


But i 


1 EIS © 
h | But I muſt take Liberty to add, that 
in | Dr. Cave complains of them as miſera- 
bly interpolated from time to time, and 
Du Pin ꝗ places them amongſt ſuch of 
1. Icheſe Fathers Works; as are either ſpu- 
ot HHious, or at heſt but doubtfully theirs; 
and ſo of no certain Authority in any 
Caſe. | N 1 
There are alſo two Councils appealed 
to, the third as it is oftentimes called, 
er but in Fact the eleventh, of Carthage, 
ot that under Pope Siricius, and that in 
ſo l Trullo, or the orders Quiniſext at Con- 
ne, Hantinople. | 
ke The former of which, that of Car- 
an cbage, Cap. 24. orders that in the Sacrament 
"ra of our Lord's Body and Blood, nothing elſe 
e offered, but what our Lord himſelf deli- 
agf2ered, that is Bread and Wine mixt with 
tell Vater. But then it is to be noted, that 
ichlchis was only a Provincial Synod, and 
in. Io not obligatory out of the Province. 
on. Nor can any thing more be Sage 
* trom hence, than that a mixed Cup, was 
belin Uſe at that time; Which no, body 
is {pretends to deny; and that they tibuglit 
jeſchit neceſſary. | 
a U Hiſt, Literar. P. 258. 
Bu nb —. Bibl. To, 2. 2. 198. & To. 3. f. 70. Edit. 
| | E 2 The 


—_ 


— 


L 28] 


The other Council, that of Conſtanting: 
ple, held in that Part of the Palace na- 
med * Trullus, is called the Sixth Gene- 


ral Council; and this is ſaid to have 
condemned the Armenians for uſing Wine 
alone in the holy Sacrament ; and to have 
decreed, that if any Biſbop or Prieſt did 
not Officiate according to the Apoſiles ap- 
pointment, and did not mix Water with 
tbe Wine, wben be offered the unblemiſhed 
Sacrifice, he ſbould be depoſed, as one 
that repreſented the Myſtery imperfefh, 
innouating upon what was delivered. 

Now here it may not be amiſs in the 
firſt Place to obſerve, that L. d Co. 
riolano makes complaint F of this Coun» 
eil, that its Acts were corrupted in many 
Places, which makes its Authority the 
leſs, becauſe by this means it is the 
more difficult to diſtinguiſh what Parts 
are truly genuine. 

But ſuppoſing the Canon now under 
Conſideration to be genuine and uncor- 
rupted, if I were to take the latter defi- 
nitive Part of it alone, I ſhould, and ſo ! 
{ſuppoſe would any one elſe, take it to be 
1 _ Ru 


t this Name of the Place ſee Longus a 


575. 
7 Acta Concili multis in Jocis depravata ſunt, Tia. 
| an 


Y 8.3 J 


. TW -- 
an undouhted Prohibition of the Uſe-of 
Water in the holy Cup. For thus it is, 
* If any Biſbop or Prieſt does not Officiats, 
according to the Apoſtles appointment, and 
having mired Vater with the Wine, does 
thus offer the unblemiſbed Sacrifice ; let 
bim-be depoſed, as one that repreſents the 

Myſtery imperfecilhy, and innovates upon 
at was delivered. This is the natural 
and genuine Tranſlation of the Words; 
and taking them in themſelves, I cannot 
ſee how any one can render them other- 
wiſe, And thus interpreted they are as 
expreſs againſt the Mixture as can be, 
Nor can Zonaras make them ſignify o- 
therwiſe, any otherway than by adding 
the Negative un, to give them a contrary 
Signification ; and ſo without the pre- 
tence of any Copy to authorize hi, he 
reads them ù dp oive pan pruryrus, not ming- 
ling Water with the Wine, And the 
Jer above-named Longus d Coriolano is plea- 
or-Iſed in like manner to take no Notice of 
>fi- theſe Words, tho' as much a Part of the 
* n as any; and to render this Canon 
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4 thus, * F any Biſhop or Preſbyter offers 
= not according to the Order delivered by |, 
.Y the Apoſiles, let him be depoſed, as one 
49 that expreſſes the Myſtery imperfectiy and |, 
"Þ imply, and innovates the things which 1 
"3 have been delivered. And Ariſtenus be- 
i fore him had given it the following Read- |, 
4 ing, F any therefore ſhould uſeWine alone, ||, 
= or Water alone, and not a Mixture, let bin |, 
. be depoſed. Which is contradi&ing, not] 
at! abridging this Part of the Canon. 
. But how then ſhall we reconcile this 
4 latter Part of the Canon to the foregoing |; 
4 Words; wherein the Council taxes the 
1 Armeniant with uſing Wine only, and], 
1 ſupporting themſelves by the Words of f; 
ul St, Chryſoſtom againſt the Aguarii, which |, 
all they took in a Senſe contrary to St. Chry- |, 
. Joſtom true Meaning, and to St. Baſil jj 
4 and St. James, and the Council of Car-. 
1 thage? This ſeems to be a clear Condem- Bl; 
. nation of the Armenians, and of their; 
. Practice of celebrating the Euchariſt N 
0 without Water. Well be it ſo; if the; 
1 — — | 
1 q \ * Si quis ergo Epiſcopus vel Preſbyter non ſecun- Ia 
Wl [ dum traditum ab Apoſtolis ordinem tacit, deponatur, Þ 
= ut imperfectè ac fimpliciter myſterium enuntians, & » 
9 quæ tradita ſunt, innovans. | | 
"ſt T EI ms © j olrp ww, # dun win, dN 3x | 
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ich latter? 


Canon happens to be inconfiſtent with 


"(by to intimate, that there is but one Na- 
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itſelf, what uſe can be made of it? Or 
what will you infer from the former 
Part of it, the contrary to which may 
not be as naturally deduced from the 


o 


But farther, ſuppoſe the Council to 
mean as'the former Words import, and 
that they did really deſign to condemn 
the Armenians for uſing only Wine in 
the Cup; there are ſome things to be 
obſerved, that will at leaſt be great a- 
batements' of the Force of the Canon in 
this Senſe. For, 2-1 

1. Nicepborus complains of theſe 4r- 
menians as notorious Hereticks, and in- 


[deed * 2 Sink of all Herefies, and tells us 


they communicated not in Bread, but 


Junleaven'd Cakes, and with Wine not di- 


luted with Water; and gives this Reaſon 
of their Practice, that they deſigned bere- 


ture in Chriſt, And if this were the true 
Cauſe of their abſtaining from Water, 


NC it is no wonder that the Council ſhould 


ſhew their deteſtation of fuch Abſtinence, 
and ſhould plead their own Practice and 
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Tradition againſt it, not ſo much barely 


lenge our Aſſent to them as much as this 
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for the want of the Water. as becauſe of 
the wicked and pernicious Principle from 
whence they refuſed it. | 

2. There are ſome other Canons of thi 
Council, that being ſo muſt needs chal: 


— 


which yet are not now thought neceſſary 
to be put in Practice. The Third depoſe 
thoſe of the Clergy, that had married 
two Wives, unleſs they repented of it; 
and puts under Pennance, ſuch as had 
married a Widow, or had married aftet 
their being in holy Orders. The Sixth 
orders ſuch as defign- for the Office of 1 
Prieſt; a Deacon, Or Subdeacon, if they 
will marry, to do it beſore- hand, and} { 
depoſes ſuch as enter into that State, af .o 
ter their Ordination. The tenth forbid] 
a Biſhop, Prieſt, or Deacon to receive In- I 
tereſt for his Money; and depoſes him. 
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unleſs he give it over. The Twelfth U 


forbids a Biſhop to live with his Wife 
The Fifteenth forbids a Preſbyter to by | 
ordained under Thirty Vears of Age, and 
a Deacon under Five and Twenty, Theft 
Sixteenth diſtinguiſhes two ſorts of Dea-F. 
cons, the one to ſerve the Myſteries, 
and the other to ſerve Tables. The Fifty} 
Third forbids a Man to marry a Widow, 

t0 
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ly to whoſe Child he had formerly been a 
of God- father. And the Ninetieth forbids 
zul to kneel on the Lord's Day. Theſe are 

all of them Canons of the ſame Council; 
his] and yet I am perſwaded the Advocates 
al for the Mixture, will not concern them- 
is | ſelves to have them reduced to Practice. 
ay How then comes the Authority of the 
ff} Council to be ſo much more in ſiſted up- 
iedl on for the Thirty-ſecond Canon than 
it; [for any, or all of theſe? Either thefe are 
nad all in full Force amongſt us, and ſo of 
ſterl Neceſlity to be obſerved, or that for. 
xthl the Mixture is not ſo; and conſequently 
fal the Mixture not neceſlarily to be Re- 
hey ſtored, by Virtue of this Council, what- 
and ſoever may be thought of it, upon any 
af. other Account. | TY 
yideh 3. And laſtly, whatſoever the Do- 
In- Iärine of the Council were in this Point, 
nimlit cannot outweigh our bleſſed Saviour's 
Ifth Inſtitution, if that appear to interfere 
fifelwith it. Now I have already obſerved, 
) de hat our bleſſed Saviour takes no Notice 
andbf any thing in the Sacramental Cup, 
Thebut only the Wine, the Fruit of the 
Yea- ine. This was the proper Repreſenta- 
1% Pion of his Blood, which was to be de- 
ifty noted by the Cup; but could not with 
| F any 


1 


any Propriety be expreſſed by Water, as 
—— _ — of it. Nor does 
he throughout his Inſtitution give any | 
the leaſt Hint of Water to be uſed in | 
this Ordinance. Nor does the Scripture . 
in any other Place ſo much as once men- b 
tion it. Which is to me a convincing J 
Proof, that nothing but Wine was in- It 
tended by our Lord to be required of us. f 
However there are three Objections to Þ® 
this Doctrine, that it will be requiſite 
to remove, whereby the more effectu- 
ally to clear and eſtabliſh it. 
1. That Wine is only mentioned, be- 

cauſe it was the principal Ingredient. 

2. The Fews, at their Paſſover, cal- 
led it the Fruit of the Vine, tho? it was 
mixed with Water. | 
3. The Fruit of the Vine to which 
our Saviour refers, probably was not the 
Sacramental Cup. py 1 
1. It is ſaid Vine only is mentioned, 
becauſe it was the principal Ingredient. 
But this I take to be a begging the Que- 
ſtion, ſince there is nothing in Scripture 
to prove it, nothing being mentioned 
there but Wine. In the Inſtitution .of a 
Rite to be obſerved by all ſucceeding Ge- 
nerations, it is ſtrange to think, that all 
the 


. 


5 
” | the neceſſary Ingredients of i it ſhould not 
: be expreſsly declared, for the Information 
e {of thoſe who were to be concerned in it, 
but could not be expected to perform it 
aright, without being firſt taught all 
things that neceſſarily pertained to it, 
At the Inſtitution of the Paſſover, 1t was 
ordered, * that they ſbould ear the Fleſh 
oſt with fir fire, and nnleavened bread, 
ind with bitter berbs. Je ſhall eat it. But 
had not all theſe Particulars been (| peci- 
fied, it was not to be thought that i it 
uld have any way been rightly ob- 
erved, for want of due Information con- 
kerning it. And the Caſe is the fame in 
elation to the Lord's Supper, which 1 
— conceive, how our Saviour could 
his. Diſciples to perform as they 
She, if he had concealed ſome Part of 
ed Þ without letting them know of it. No 
awgiver ever requires his Subjects, 
ithfully to perform their Duty to him, 
thout taking care to acquaint them 
** herein ſuch their Duty conſiſts. And 
of ate is all the reaſon in the World 
Ge- Perefore to believe, that had our Saviour 
fened his Followers ſhould celebrate 
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[36] | 
the Euchariſt in Water as well 'as Wine, 
he would have tald them ſo. And fince 
he has not thought fit to do it, it may 
juſtly be concluded,” he either uſed no 
Water in the Euchariſtick Cup, or at leaſt 
not as any neceſſary Part of it. | 

2. It is ſaid, the Jews, at their Paſſo- 
ver, called it 'the Fruit of the Vine, tho' 
it was mixed with Water, Yet admitting 
this, I cannot but think there 1s a-very 
great difference between what may be 
ſaid in the Uſe of a Rite, where only 
the manner of doing it is ſpoken of, and 


given for the continual Performance o 
it. Here the whole of it is neceſſaril 
to be plainly and clearly deſcribed, and 
the ſeveral Branches of it particularizec 
that each one may know, how he is tc 
behave himſelf in Relation to it; how 


times ſuffice, to ſpeak only of ſome prin 
cipal Part of it, paſſing by the reſt whe 
well known to belong to it. And this! 
take to be a full Anſwer to what is urge 
from Heb, 9. 19. concerning Moſes t 
ſprinkling the Book and all the Pepplj © 
with Blood and Water, Scarlet-Wool-*anl a 


22 


Kae, whereas in Kegler 24: 6, A 
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£37] 
is no mention of any thing but Blood. 
For not to take notice, that theſe par- 
ticulars, and one more are diſtinctly ſet 
down in Levit. 14. 6. it is enough for 
my purpoſe, that the Apoſtle tells us on- 
ly what Moſes had done formerly. Which 
is a very different Caſe, from that of 


| our Saviour declaring what he appointed 


each of us to do for the future, Beſides, 
that there is another very conſiderable 
Difference in the Caſe, in that Moſes be- 
ing divinely inſpir'd knew what he had 
to do, tho' his Duty had not been fo ful- 
ly deſcribed. to him, as it was. Whereas 
we have no other means of coming to 
the Knowledge of our Duty, but by the 
Directions given us in Scripture, and 
cannot therefore be obliged to any ſuch 
Form of Worſhip, as the Scripture ſays 
nothing of. Where there is no Law, there 


is no Tranſgreſſion, as the Apoltle teaches, 


Rom. 4. 15. And by conſequence, to 
make Water neceſſary with the Wine, 


is ſome Precept enjoining it ſhould have ac. 


nen 


companied the Inſtitution. Which ſeeing 


there is not, the moſt that can be made 
of it, is only that it is to be looked upon 
ag an uncommanded Uſage, which if it 


may lawfully be practiſed, may = 2 


lawfully be let alone. And as our Sa. 


ſteries in it. That theſe — acted 


fee no other Cauſe, but that the one were 
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viour ſays nothing of this Mixture, fo . 
it is ho1mpertinent Argument of Mr. Da- 
Fee, in Relation to his Apoſtles. * Thy 
2 4 ſufficiem Satisfaction to me, that 
4 Mixture of Water wich the Wine 
not neceſſary to the right Performance 
of the Sacrament, that we ſee that nei. 
ther Chriſt did appoint and command it, 
nor the Apoſtles deliver any thing like it, 
or pive the leaſt . Taba of it, in their 
Diſcomrſes eit her about the Buthorif, or 
not. Fur if they bad either uſed any 
thing of this Nature, or approved of it, it 
could haraly be, that they ſhould not Jome- 
where, either dæſgnedh, or by rhe by, 
have interperſed ſometbing concerning it; 
as it is well known the Latines do now, 

and the Fathers did formerly, philoſophi- 
Sing upon many Occaſions, and largely 
conterning the mingling of Water with 
the Wine, and diſcobering wonderful - a 


this manner, but the Apoſtles did = 7 


little concerned, whether the Celebration 
was in pure W: i," er a en, A 


* De = Ladd Relig. J. 3. c. 7. 


there- 


— 4 


. 2 0 N 4 * 1 0 N 
| y 4 F .* 
- — 
„ 
7 * * 
- 
i > 
i 1 . . 
— a - 


berefore would not trouble the World a- 


. 
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t, | 
\nd whether the Apoſtles, or thaſe that 
ame after them, are chiefly to be at- 
ended to, it is no difficult Matter to de- 
ermine. | 


dor relates from the Talnud, did call 
he mixed Cup the Fruit of the Vine 2 
That they did this in our Saviour's time, 
{ſhould defire to learn from ſome earlier 
[eſtimony, and more authentick than 
tat of the Talmud. But admitting it 
or the preſent to be true; this is'no 
Proof that our Saviour did ſo too. The 
noſt that can be pretended, is but a Con- 
cure that he might do ſo, which is far 
rom à certain Proof that he did. Aud 
et without fuch Proof his accommoda- 
ing himſelf upon Occaſion, to the Uſa- 
tes of the Fews, will contribute very 


derhaps notwithſtanding the Affirmation 
f the Talmud, the Fews might not call 
mixed Cup the Fruit of the Vine. Per- 


— ** - tk # . - 2 i. Py 


* Temple Service c. 13. 2 962. ih 
1 mixed, 


aut it; but the or bers were zealous for 
5 | 


as for a Matter of great moment. 


And what if the Fews,/as Dr. * Light- 
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ittle towards ſettling the Point in Hand. 


taps. our Saviour might not have his Cup 
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mixed; howſoever the Jews had theirs; 
Perhaps if our Saviour's Cup were mixed it 
he might not deſign to enjoin it as ſuch, I ii 
ſince he makes no mention of any Mix-ſ;h 
ture in it; and it is A he did Ie 
not deſign it. And what Certainty of anf an 
Obligation can there be to a Duty, that ich 
depends upon ſo many Uncertainties, andi 
has only Conjecture upon Conjecture for 
its Foundation? Yet this is all the Uſe; 
I can make of our Talmudick Evidence. 
I add that Dr. Lightfoot himſelf, tho? heflpy 
teaches, that the Jews. commonly ming led by 
Water with their Wine, yet owns thisy 
was not ſo neceſlary, but that * if 2 Manſy; 
drinks Wine pure, and not mingled within 
Water, be bath performed bis Duty. Andſto 
why. then has not the Chriſtian alſolly, 
performed his when only in Wine? de 
3. It is ſaid, The Fruit of the Vine 11 
which our Saviour refers, probably wal. 
not the Sacramental Cup. So then it id 
only probable, and ſo no certain groundſh 
to proceed upon; and it is Certainty, notfihy 
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Probability and ConjeQure J defire foto 

| the Rule of my Practice; eſpecially :in af, 
1 Caſe that has ſo much Streſs laid upon 
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ed] it, as this before us. However I am wil- 
ch, ling to ſee what Probability there is, 
X-Jthat the Cup our Saviour refers to, was 


li pot the Sacramental Cup. St. Matthew 
auf and St. Mark give futh Evidence againſt 
UtÞthis ſuppoſed Probability, that to me it 
ndfſcems no longer probable iti any degree. 
for All that can be faid for it is, that at the 
Jef inſfirution of the Holy Euchariſt, St. Luke 

ce. relates, our Saviour took the Cup, with- 
heſ ont any mention of what was in it. And 


led by the way; his Silence will never ſhew 


hisſwhat it was. His ſaying nothing of it; 
larffvill never prove there was any Water 
hin it. But to proceed; we are further 
ndftold, We have no pretence to queſtion, 
MoBbur that our bleſſed Saviour, when be 
kept the Paſſover, made uſe of the ſame 
Drink which was cuſtomary upon that 
v Occaſion. We have no pretence to que- 
t Mſfion, as much as to ſay it may probably 
dhe conceived. So that here is nothing 
n0Sbut Conjecture ſtill, and a Conjecture 
VMitoo that is not very well grounded; 
n Apartly becauſe Dr. Light foot declares the 
oneMixture, as common as it was, yet not 
o have been ſo neceſſary to the Paſſover, 
, 27Þut that a Few might effectually perform 
his Dry without = but chiefly _— 
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it was not till ke Supper, that our Sa. 
viour gave his Cup; and ſo it is no Ab- 
ſurdity to ſuppoſe it might be, a Cup 
not prepared for the Paſſover. However, 
here is a faying 'of the Fews to confirm 
this Conjecture; for when Water wa; 
mixed with the Wi ine, they called it the 
Fruit of the Vine: But when *twas dran 
unmixed, they termed it the 1 of the 
Tree. | 
By this one would think it was a com. 
mon Diſtinction in our Saviour's time, 
and that his Inſtitution was to be ex- 

lained by it. But if we look into 
pr. Lightfoot from whom it is cited, 


be tm no ak thing. He only tells us, 


that there is fuch a Saying of the Raj. 
bins, but not how many Ages after our 
Saviour it might firſt come into their 
Heads. And yet had it been a Tradition 
of the Jews in our Saviour's time, to 
what Uſe would it have ſerved? If the 
Fews would talk impertinently, 1 can- 
not think it neceſſary our Lord ſhould 
do ſo too. What Tree can Grapes grow 
upon? Or of what Tree can Wine be 
produced, but the- Vine only > Or what 
Vine ever produced Wine and Water? 
What the Jews therefore can mean by 
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ſa unaccountable a +5 JO is to me 
Sa. [fo very Myſtical, that I muſt beg to be 
Ab. excuſed, if I cannot imagine our bleſſed 
Cup Saviour would ever take up with it; 
ver, and: eſpecially in ſo ſolemn an Inſtitution 
irnfas- this of the bleſſed Euchariſt; or in 
war Truth that any manner of Regard 1 is to be 
the had to it. 1 
ant]! Whereas we are told. chat St. Lale 
the e tbe Euchariſtick Inſtitution more 
ar length than S. Matthew. and S. Mark; 
m. and therefore we are to explain theiy 
me, | ate Relation by the ſupplemental Ac. 
count. of ibis Evangeliſt. I muſt confeſs 
Imyſelf ſo unhappy as not to have diſco- 
ed vered that he does ſo. St. Luke it is 
true, gives an account of the Paſchal: 
| Supper, which neither of the other E- 
vangeliſts do; but as to our Lord's own 
Supper he is conſiderably ſhorter than 
either of them. Nor can I meet with 
any thing in him that may ſerve to make 
what either of them have ſaid of it, 
J plainer than it is of itſelf. He only ſays 
of it, Ch. 29. 19, 20. He took bread, and 
wh gave thanks, and brake it, and gave un- 
be to them, ſaying, This is my body which is 
ath given for you; this do in remembrance of 
rf me, Likewiſe alſo the cup after ſupper, 
y G 2 ſaying, 


* 


Supper, and it is very ſhort, in compari- 


ſaying, Drink ye all of it : For this is my 


for many for the remiſſion of ſins, But I 
ſay unto you, I will net drink benceforth © 


WT "i L 44] 
. fayinp; Tbis cu 


is the nem teſtamont in 
pbich is ſed for gon. Here is 
all St. Luke ſpeaks: of the | Euchariftich 


ſon of the others. As they did eat, ſays 
St. Mark, Cb. 14. 22, &c, or rather, 
ad, 26 when they had eaten, 
Jeſus took bread and bleſſed, and brake 
it, and gave it to them, and faid, Take, 
eat + This is my body. And he took the 
Cun, and when be had given thanks, he 
gave it to them and they all deank-of it. 
And be ſuid unto them; This is my' blood 
of the new teſtament, "which: is (hed - 

many. Verily I ſay unte you, I will drink 
ng more of the fruit of the vine, until 

that day that I drink it new in the king- 
dam of,God. And when they bad ſung an 
bymn, they went out, And St. Matt bew in 
almoſt the fame Words, Ch. 26. 26. &c. 
As they, were eating, Jeſus took” bread, 
and blæſſæd it, and brake: it, and gave it 
to the Diſciples, and ſaid, Take, eat; 
this is my body. And he took the cup, 
and gave thanks, and gave it to them, 


blood of the new teftament, which is ſhed 


* 


L. 75 5 

| ores uit of the vine, uncil that doy 
drink it new with you in my Fa. 

e kingdom, And mben they bad ſung 
- | an bymn, &c. Here it is eafy to ſee 
$| which gives the fulleſt Account of this 
\ | Inſtitution, St. Late or the other two 
„ Evangelifts, and how little he has ſaid 
eto explain their meaning any Reſpeſt. 
„II have already faid, he gives an account 
„ Jof the Paſchal Supper which neither of 
» che others dd. But then it is to be re- 
t. meinbred, that it is the Euchariſtick, 
4 pot the Paſchal Supper, we are enqui- 
ing after," * 
He mentions indeed two Cape; but 
ih he one was a Paſchal Cup; and he 
ays no more of the other than each of 
an nem does; nor all out fo much. And 
he cannot be ſuppoſed to ſet what 
ey have faid, in a better Light, than it 
in of itſelf. Nor does this "Evangeliſt 
y where in the leaſt nen any 
ing that I have ſaid. 
That Saying of Plutarch, To eile 
TU N len A Je. olvoy! * 
er, We call a mixture Wine, even tho 
greater Part be of Water, imports no 
de than that ſuch a Mixture may. 


| Fnetimes be termed Wine; not that 
Wine 


2 44 
Wine: neceſſarily imports 2 Mixture, 
which: yet were neceſſary for proving 
our Saviour injoined one; nor ſo. much 
as that pure Wine was ever called xezug. 
Mor does this xeAu at all explain fi 
what Fiſtin Martin Hays, becauſe Plu- . 
tarab peaks of a Mixtute of Wine and Jt 
Water, and Fiſtin of a Mixture into l 
which the Water was ' not Vet put; as 1 a 
8 
A 


obſerved before. 
ive me ſeave to 24d farther, that 
Dr. Z3gbtfoot ſo often appealed to in be. In 
half of the Mixture, makes it no neceſ-· C 
ſary, but only a convenient Rite of thefjor 
Paſthal Supper, as being requiſite for f in 
Heakh, = viding Drunkenneſs. Andflfo 
if our ns) were believed to +havedii 
uſed. it upon the fame Accounts, becauſeſ an 
of the Strength of the Wine in thoſe hoffth. 
Countries, by what Argument could imo 
bei proved, that the ſame Mixture would Ul 
be neceſſary in other Places where thbec 
Wine is thinner, and not more apt to inggiv 
toxicate, than their mixt Cup: parhiap of 
mig ht be? 5 EIT [a 
S that I think I have inde it appeaſſcon 
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} we have no \ Proof, that our Saviour iofÞle 
4 — — — 22 Tha; 
ot 12 Heb. & Talm. Exercir. on St. Matth. 26. 27. 15 
11 ways ſtitateß 


1 

I ſtituted his Sacrament otherwiſe thkn in 
Wine. And yet if I ſhould admit he 
did, Lam not ſenſible thiat he had made 
lit neceſſary we ſhould do it likewiſe, 
- | which is the matter contended for. And 
| | the; Reaſon is plain; becauſe the main 
of of this Evidence that is offered for it, 
LIIJaims at no more than to prove that our 
Saviour uſed the Paſchal Cup. Till the 
at Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, which were 
e · Inot very early, we hear nothing of a 
(- Cup purpoſely mix'd for this Uſe, but 
helonly that the Fews uſing the Mixture 
for in their Cup, finding it ready mix'd be- 
ndfforchand, our Lord made uſe of it accor- 
avedingly. Which he might very well do, 
uſjand yet his Diſciples be at Liberty, ei- 
hotither to uſe or not uſe it. We have much 
\ i(fÞimore Reaſon to believe our Lord made 
wllJUſe: of their Paſchal unleavened Bread; 
thlbecauſe of the ſtrict Command that was 
h ineiven them, to remove all Leaven out 
hayflot their Houſes, at the ſolemn Feſtival. 
rod. 12. 15. Whence it muſt needs be 
peaoncluded, that the Bread our Saviour 
r infÞÞleſſed and brake, could be none other 
han what was unleavened. Yet is no 
Pore Weight laid upon this, than upon 
cutehis adminiſtring after Supper, in an up- 
| per 
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ol the Inſtitution, but alterable at Plex 


— 
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whether leavened or unleavene 
g proper Matter of that Part of the Sacra- 
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per Room, and to Men only ; all which En 
0 

4 


have ever fince been eſteemed only acci- 
dental Circumſtances, and mo Eſſentials 


: 


ſure. In like manner ſuppoſe our Sa. 
viour to have taken a mix d Cup, for ng 
other Cauſe; but that it was ready at 
hand, as he muſt be allowed to have 
done by the Bread, no good Reaſon can h- 
be given, why the one muſt be of greaterſ;, 
and more laſting Obligation than the o. e 
ther. If it be a juſt Concluſion, that 
becauſe our Saviour mentions only, Bread 


in the Inſtitution, therefore any Bread, 
is the 
ment, it naturally follows, and altoge- 1 
ther with the ſame Reaſon, that becauſeſhi 
he mentions. nothing in the Cup butf,, 
Wine, therefore any Wine will be ſufli-ic. 
cient, whether mix'd or unmix' d. Andfh,. 
with all the Conſideration I am capabl;. 
of, it will not enter into my Thoughts. 
how any one that makes no ſcruple ol, 
communicating in leavened Bread, thouldp 
have any the leaſt Difficulty about doingſi,e 
it in unmix'd Wine. The only Diffehh o 
rence 1n our Saviour's Inſtitution that 
know of betwixt them, is that our 82 
viout 


„ * 
jour more certainly uſed the former; 
and ſo if one only were neceſſarily to be 
nſiſted upon, that has the faireſt Claim 
or itſelf. And therefore ſince that has 
a pothing pleaded for it, it is ſomewhat 
* ſurprizing that the other, whoſe Title 
1-35 more doubtful and uncertain, ſhould 
no yet be thought much more neceſſary. 

It is true this has Tradition to plead 
or it, which the Bread has not. But 
10 Tradition can alter the Nature of our 
tet Paviour's own Inſtitution, or make that 
Peceſſary, which he has not made ſo. 
ſpecially conſidering that it is a Tradi- 
Aion which does not appear to have been 
rom the beginning, nor had any thing 
rged for the Neceſſity of it, till about 
he middle of the Third Century. | 
And now to draw to a Concluſion of 
is firſt Article; the Sum of what, I 
ave ſaid is this; That we hear nothing 
the Mixture now pleaded for, during 
he Apoſtles time, nor till above a Hun- 
red and Fifty Years after our Saviour's 
ncarnation, tho? we do hear of ſome U- 
ges that were certainly derived from the 
lpoſtles, and yet are not now thought 
Nedſul to be revived; That though it 
$ often taken notice of, and St. Cyprian 
appears 


IS _ 1 
'A Ve * zealous or. it. yet he live 
2 the middle of be Third Cen-. 
tury, and I have ſhewn the Tradition 
he was ſo fond of, and which he re- 
commended as coming from our Lord 
himſelf, might poſſibly be not ſo well 
grounded, as he at that diſtance of Time 
and Place thought it to be; That in the 
ſame St. Cyprian's Days, a * Cuſtbia pre- I. 
vailed of adminiſtring the Euchariſt to]: 
Infants, and St. Auprſtin afterwards de- 
clares himſelf of Opinion, that they] 
could not be ſaved without it; Which 
tho? it continud to the Twelfth Age in 
the Weſtern Church, and to this Day 5 
amongſt the Greeks and others of the 
Orjentaliſts, and fo has the ſame Plei 
for itſelf as this Mixture pretends to, 
and yet is not thought neceſſaty; As 
neither 1s communicating after per | 
which we know our Saviour hiniſcliF 
did; That the Proof of our Saviour's u- 
ſing a Mixture is but uncertain and con- 
jeAural; And laſtly, whatſoever he mai 
be condtived to have done himſelf, he 
has given us no Direction to uſe "any 
thing in the Cup beſides the Fruit of the 
Vine, And now the natural and unde 
niable Conſequence ; is, that either it 1 


notl 


1 


e 
not enough to follow our Saviour's Di- 
tections in relation to the holy Eucha- 
rd lriſt, or elſe that there can can be no Ne- 
ell teſlity af reviving the Uſe of ſuch a Mix- 
ture as was never injoined by him, not 
1. (tbe leaſt mention of the Water in the 
„Cop being to be met with throughout 
okhe whole New Teſtament; as we may 
de- In all Reaſon perſwade ourſelves it would 
oy rave been, if our Lord had intended it, 
Por a ſtanding and neceſſary Part of his 
in {oſtitutions Om” 
„II. The next thing to be Reſtored is 
Prayer for the Dead. And this is plead- 
d for as neceſſary upon the Authority 
1. Of Tertullian and St. Cyprian. 
2. Of the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions; 
ind ſeveral Writers, moſt: of them of 
rreat Note, afterwards; and of the an- 
Fient Liturgies. . 
3. Of a Paſſage in the Maccabees. 
ach of which come now to be conſi- 
lered, as they lie in Order before us: 
ind I think it no hard Matter to ſhew, 
hat neither any, nor all of them toge- 
Hier, will prove the Neceſſity of a Re- 


Fit a 


ormation in this reſpect. I begin firſt 


H 2 1 


* 


larly to enquire what Authority he 
pleads for it. Where I deſire it may be t 


[52 ) 

1. Tertullian and St. Cyprian: and e. t 
ſpecially the former of them. Who be. l 
ing the firft Chriſtian Writer that anyf t 
where mentions Prayer for the Dead g 
and being therefore in an eſpecial mand # 
ner appealed to, and depended upon for c 
it, it will be requiſite the more particy 


carefully obſerved in the firſt Place. v 
1. That he offers no Scripture Evi] f, 
dence for it. He is ſo far from founding n 
it upon the written Word of God, that u 
he plainly declares, there is no Support 
for it to be had from thence. * Si legen 
expoſiules Scripturarum, nullam invenie o. 
It a Law of Scripture be required for it 
none will be found. This is the fir 
time we hear any thing of this Practice 
ſo earneſtly contended for. And it is butfm 
a poor Recommendation of it, that it iti 
ſo freely owned to be unqueſtionabl 
unſcriptural. nc 

2. All therefore that can be pleadedſle 
for it is Tradition, that it was not offal 
his own Invention, but he had receivec 
it from ſome that were before him. An 


* — 


1 1 


1 


thi | 
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* De Coron, c. 3. 
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>; IT. - 
this he freely acknowledges, concerning 
Prayer for the Dead, as well as ſome o- 


prætendetur auctrix, Conſuetudo confir- 
matrix, & Fides obſervatrix, All that 
can be ſaid for them is, that Tradition 
is their Author, Cuſtom has confirmed 
them, and Faith obſerves them. So 
by that all is reſolved into bare Tradition, 
I without which there was nothing to be 
ſaid in their behalf. And yet I could 
never find, that our Saviour has any 
where referred us to Tradition, as a 
ſure ground to go upon, in impoſing ne- 
_ccflary Duties, that he has ſaid nothing 
of. I own it is of great Uſe, when it 
is truly Primitive, for eſtabliſhing and 
explaining ſuch Duties as are not ſo fully 
ich taught in Scripture, but that Diſputes 
may ariſe about them, But that Tradi- 
tion alone when not evidently Apoſtolt- 
cal will make that neceſſary, which is 
not otherwiſe ſo, is what I am yet to 
adedlearn, That it will not I think I have 
t dlfalready proved, under our firſt Head. 
1vec An] yet if that might have been, it 
Andwere natural to enquire, what fort of 


— 


* Ibid, . 
Tradi- 


ther Rites then in Uſe; * Traditio tibi 


Tradition this of Tertullian's was, that |; 
he built his Practice upon. And as to 
this we are told, that Tertullian flauriſb- 
ed within leſs than a Hundred Tears af- 
ter the Death of the Apoſile St. John; | x 
and therefore, if praying for the Dead] 
was an ancient Cuſtom in Tettullian's k 
time; if it ſiood upon the Foot of Tradi. 
tion and run up beyond the Memory off; 
Man, which way can it be derived lower 
than from Apoſtolical Conveyance, Where. 
to | anſwer. 3 

x. If Papias's Tradition and that of, 
the Quartodecimani, both which came 
in before the End of the Second Centu · 
ry, and the former of them a conſidera... 
ble time before, if theſe came in ſo early, N 
and yet were derived lower than Apaſto. 
lical Conveyance, it can never be proved 
that Tertullian's was not ſo likewiſe. 
However to help this out, | 

2. It is inſinuated, as if by his time it 
was an ancient Cuſtom, and paſt the Me. 5 
mory of Man, to pray for the Dead. But 10 
this is more than I can diſcover from Ter; - 
tullian. His Doctrine is only that Tra. 
dition was its Author; but of how long 10 
ſtanding that Tradition was, he leave 
every one to gueſs, And if I may ule 
my 


[ 55 ] 5 

my liberty in the Caſe, I ſhall not gueſs 
lit to be very old, for theſe three Rea- 
i [' 
or. Becaule we hear acht ing of it, till 
4 ifs that time, from any one elſe. z aSit 
f- cannot be imagined but we muſt have 
1; done, if it had been of an ancient Stand- 
ing:Multitudes of others muſt needs have 
known of it, as well as Tertullian; and 
tho* we have: not many Chriſtian Au- 
Ithors remaining, that were antecedent to, 
r contemporary with Tertullian, it is 
dds nevertheleſs, but ſame one or other 
f them, would at leaſt occaſionally have. 
given ſome little hint of ſuch a Tradition, 18 
xr of the Practices built upon it. The 1 
rant of which is one Cauſe, why I can- 


da pot ſuppoſe it to have been an ancient 

ly, Von, of praying for the Dead, in _ 
ſto: ullign's s Days. 
ved - © Becauſe after Tertullian: 8 time: we 158 
ue, 14 nothing of this Practice out of Africk, 1; 


Pr a long while together, to the beſt of 
y Obſer vation, not till after the third 
entury, Whereas it is hardly concei- 
Fable, had this been an ancient Tradition 
Wh Tertullian's time, but that it muſt have 
Tra. hen been well known in other Parts, 


, nd muſt in a little time have over-ſpread 
+ 1 all 
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all Chriſtendom. Wherefore there being 


no appearance of any thing like it in all 


this time, hence alſo I am tempted to 


conclude this Tradition not ſo Ancient, 
as ſome may fancy it to be. D. Blondel * 


brings it down from the Year 138. and ſo f 


makes it of about Sixty Years ſtanding, 
when Tertullian wrote his Book de Co. 


rond. And 1 am fully perſwaded, it can 


never be ſhewn to have been much older, 
if any thing at all; or if indeed ſo old. 
3. Becauſe tho I would not be poſitive, 
in any thing I do not think myſelf very 
ſure of, yet I cannot but be inclined to 
ſuſpect, that Tertullian received this Tra- 
dition together with his Montani ſin 
And Mont anus was not many Tears older 
than himſelf. So that if Prayer for the 
Dead, were derived firſt from his Fol. 


lowers, it muſt inevitably be far from 


then fo little known. in the World, is 
what gave we the firſt: Apprehenſion, 
that this Tradition might have been firſt 
hatched amongſt the Montaniſts. And 
this ſeems the more likely, becauſe he 


ſpeaks of it, not only in his Treatiſe 
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Ancient in Tertullian's time. Its being] 
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ry 
to 
Ta- 


is 
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arſt 
\nd 

he 
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* de Corona, ſuppoſed to be written after 
he was become a Montaniſt, but likewiſe 


in that de + Monogamia, and that de 


|| Exbortatione Caſtitatis, both which are 

rtainly Montaniſtical. But beſides , 
the Conjecture ſeems to have the more 
ff probability in it, from a remarkable 
paſſage, in the Martyrdom of SS. Perpe- 
tua and Felicitas. The Story in ſhort 
s this; and nothing can be more exactly 
like a viſionary Dream of an Enthuſiaſtick 
Montaniſl, * © As they were together 
* at Prayers, ſhe profeſſes, in the midſt 


of their Devotion to hear a Voice, 


* naming her dead Brother Dinocrates 
to her, and being ſurprized to think 
© he had not come into her Mind before, 
* ſhe was troubled to reflect upon his 


* unfortunate' End, Hereupon ſhe be- 


gan to make many Prayers for him, 
with Groans unto the Lord. At 
length ſhe ſpies Dinocrates coming 
out of his dark. Hole,. hot and thirſty, 


with a dirty Face, and a pale Look, 


and the Sore in his Face which he 


Ss. | 


| * 2 3. . | ; F bh 10. 
Ne. IT, 
* Paſſ. SS. Perp, & Fel. p. 16. 
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+. be. , 
c had at his Death. He was at a di- 
« ſtance from her, where was a Fiſh. 
& pond, full indeed of Water, but whoſe A 
* Bank was ſo high, that all his Endes. 
'< yours to drink = it proved in :vain, 
« -At which ſhe was heartily grieved, 
« Hereupon 'ſhe awoke, and knew he: 
t Brother was in Pain. But being per. 
4 ſwaded ſhe ſhould eafe him of it, ſhe be 
„ betook herſelf to her Prayers, andſſ' 
* continued them Night and Day, beg: ſp 
„ ging with Tears that he might ba 
« granted her, Till at length ſhe de- be 
et holds the Place ſhe had feen beforeſto 
« and Dinocrates all clean, well habitelY} * 
“and refreſhing himſelf; and when 
e the Sore had been, ſhe diſcovered | 
« Scar, The Pond tod, which ſhe hal þ 
4 ſeen before, had a low Bank not 2 Da 
e bove the Height of a Child's Navelff 
* who continually drew Water out d 
„it. Where being alſo a golden Via 
2 full of Water, Dinocrates came and be h 
gan to drink of it, and yet the Vil. 
% did. not fail. Till having filled bp” 
Belly with the Water, he Jett it, an” 
** went to his Play, as Children uſe to "0 
* do, Then, lays ſhe, [ awoke, an , 
ey fount 4 


2 - 


? 


8 -: 
* found that he was delivered from his 
in“ Puniſhment, Now can any thing 


ne of a wild Enthuſiaſt than this Story of 
Dinocrates 2 Or any thing more naturally 
become a thorough Montaniſt? Eſpecially 
maͤlif it be obſerved that this Dinocrates is 
{ſpoken of by St.“ Auguſtin, as either ne- 
eg a ö 
er having been baptized, or elſe having 
be.lbeen afterwards tempted by his Father 
to Idolatry. I do not ſuppoſe our learned 
hor defires to have a Prayer made 
for Perſons in either of theſe Conditions, 
and I do not mention it therefore to that 


ex. 


ore 
ted 
nen 
1 
* able, that my Suſpicion of this Uſage 
Saving its Riſe from ſome amongſt the 
Piontaniſtt, is not without too juſt 
round for it. ö | 


IVE 


hat we hear nothing of theſe Interceſ- 
Vons from any one before Tertullian, 
For from any one out of Africk for a 
Hundred Years after him, and that if 
Shis Practice had its beginning amongſt 
She Montaniſts, as it is not 1mprobable 
It had, it could not poſſibly begin before 


— 


* De Anima J. t. c. 10. 


12 


more livelily expreſs the viſionary Dream, 


End; but only to ſhew it is not impro- 


Wherefore for theſe Reaſons, namely | 


Mon⸗ 


i 


. —— ‚ ⏑ 2 r e 
. * . 
. 
* 


thought neceſſary to be revived together 


FW] 
Montanus's time; for thefe Reaſons, IS 
cannot apprehend it to have been anÞ1 


Ancient Uſage in Tertullian's time. te 


And yet there is one thing more, that Ih 
is neceſſarily to be remarked in Relation iſt 
to Tertullian. Which is, that in thefſo 
ſame Place where he pleads Tradition, N 
in behalf of Prayers for the Dead, hefV 
pleads it as much for divers other Uſa-ſitl 
ges then well known, at leaſt in Africk in 
which tho' they ſtand upon the ſame] 
Foundation with: this, and are long after 
much more ſtrongly preſſed by St. + Je. 
rom, than here by Tertullian, are not yet 


with it, namely theſe that follow; u 
Trine Immer ſion in Baptiſin, and © Hong1 
and Milk being given the baptiged; Nou 
ta kneel on the Lord's Day, nar fromfh 
Eaſter zo Whitſuntide; nor to faſt duringſde 
thoſe ſeven Weeks, To Croſs themſelveiol 
at every Motion, at their going out, aniſit 


coming Home, at the putting on theitſſo 


Cloaths, or their Shoes, at waſhing theitfto 
Hands, at their Meals, at lighting pr 
Candles, at going to Bed, at taking theitfpc 


— — FR ———_—_—— 
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+ Adv. Lucif. c. 4. WE 
* Tejt. de Coron, c. 3. C 
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„IIScate, and in all their Converſations, &c. 
an | Theſe all have the ſame Tradition pre- 
tended for them, and therefore it might 
hat have been expected, they ſhould either 
ion ſtand or fall together. And yet it ſeems 
theJone of them is ſingled out as. of abſolute 
on, Neceſſity, * whilſt the reſt have not a 
he Word ſaid for the Reſtoring them: toge- 
Ila. Ither with it. But by what Rule, it is 
ich not eaſy to imagine. (Gti; 
ume] Thus far I have confidered Tertul- 
frerſſ{ian's Teſtimony for this ancient Ufage 
Je. Jof praying for the Dead; and have ſhewn 
yetthat he poſitively declares againſt any 
herfſgcrtpture Evidence for it, and builds it 
„ wholly upon Tradition; but ſuch a 
one Tradition as ſeems not to have been of 
Nagany long ſtanding in his time, nor to 
von have had any good Original, nor to have 
rinſdeen known then to the greateſt Part 
lvelfot the Chriſtian Church, and laſtly that 
anſſit ſtands upon. the very ſame Footing with 
beirflome other Uſages not thought neceſſary. 
hengto be revived. And if this will not 
7 prove his Evidence defective, it is im- 
Heiff poſſible to tell what will. | 
I come now to St. Cyprian, the only 
certain Authority for it in the Third 
Century. And it is hard to ſay a Tra- 
hel | dition 
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dition was both Primitive and Univerſal ], 


as this would be thought to be, that ap- 


pears not to be known at all, in far the I 
greateſt Part of Chriſtendom , for the 
firſt three hundred. Years, and has but. 


two Advocates for it, that we ate ſure 


of in all that Time. What Dependance 


may be had upon Tertullian for it, has 
been ſhewn already. And St. Cyprian 
coming a conſiderable time, about half 
an Age after him, cannot well be ſup. 
poſed tv underſtand the Tradition they 
proceeded upon, and its Original, better 
than he who had lived ſo long before 
him. And it is not improbable, that 


Tertullian's profeſſing a Tradition for it 


might be a means, of recommending it 


the more to him, and prevailing withſſc. 
him the more readily to entertain it, a. 


of an older and more holy Extraction, 
than it really was. But this we may be 


ſure of, that if a Tradition of Sixtyſt. 
Years ſtanding could prevail, and gain 
ground in Tertullian's time, it muſt need 


appear with good Advantage, when it 


was very near twice as Old, as this wa 


by St. Cyprian's; and fo he was the le{s 
to be wonder'd at, for ſuffering himſel! 
to be drawn in by it. I am much o 

5 + Chem. 


+ Chemnitiuss Opinion, that moſt of the 
Paſſages in him relating to the Comme- 

1 moration, of the Dead, even not except- 
ing that of Yifor, were rather Returns 
. of Gratitude And Praiſe for their good 
he Examples and glorious Martyrdoms, than 
an Prayers 1n theit behalf. And if at any 
neltime he ſpeaks. of any Prayers made to 
by God for them, I hope I have ſhewn that 
a; [! can never be proved, either that he 
5 had any ſufficient Warrant for doing it, 
auler that it can poſſibly become hereupon 
* our - indiſpenſable Duty, to follow him 
"Jin it. Nor do I find that he ever re- 


ve commends it as ſuch. | 
* Much about the ſame time, tho ſome- 
bal what elder than St. Cyprian, lived Ori- 
rien, who yet gives no Account of this 

Practice; not even in his Diſcourſe gx 


* 3 Fu 


a On the contrary there is a Paſ- 
se in the Commentary upbn * Fob 
ny much to my purpoſe, were I but 
ure that Work was truly his. But be- 


be 

* , cauſe I am not, I therefore content my 
82 * only to refer to it, without reciting 
_w_ Words, 
r N 
} Exam. Conc. Trid. Par. 3. p. 102. 

L. 3. fel. XXXIX Edit. Jo. Parv. &c. 


way 
» leſs 
nſelf 
h o 
hem 


And 
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And ſo much for theſe two Fathers ,; 
who whatſoever Tradition they might. 


follow in Africk, it can never be proved 


that their Practice *in that Part of the a 
World could make it Uniserſal, or could}, 
any way make it neceſſarily» incumbent . 
upon all Chriſtians in the Ages to come. o 


2. The Second Claſs of Authorities If 


for eſtabliſning Prayers for the Dead, 


are the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, and ſe- in 


veral Writers, moſt of them of greatſ, 
Note, afterwards. Now it is not cer- Ig 


tain that theſe Conſtitutions are elderſþ, 


than the Fourth Century, and I reatilyſh 
grant that by that time theſe ſort of 

Prayers came into more general Uſe, and}, 
Have continued ever fince in a great Party 
of the World. But then I muſt ſay, 1b. 


Cuſtom, whoſe general Uſe began fo 


late, can never oblige thoſe that comeſſc; 
after, neceſſarily to obſerve. and follow 
it. And eſpecially when. the firſt thatfifc 
gives notice of it, publickly- owns it toſſit 
be unſcriptural ; and when moreover noſy 
Rule is yet given, whereby to diſtin-A 
guiſh, what Uſages and Traditions areſc 
thus ſtrictly obliging, and why other _ 
of more ancient Standing, and ſome 0 

= - them 


1 n 

ers, them from even the holy Apoſtles them- 
ght ſſelves are not ſo. 

ved] Here alſo the ancient Liturgies are 
the appealed to for this Uſage, as having ge- 
uld nerally Interceſſions in them for the 
dent Dead. But all theſe, ſuppoſing they 
me. were genuine, and much Ancienter than 
tleßſthey can be proved to be, can never 
ad, Inake that neceſſary, which was not ſo 
ſe· in the firſt Ages of Chriſtianity, long 
reat before any of theſe Offices were compiled. 
ver- Before a Tradition of this nature can 
Idet be any way thought obliging, it muſt 
lilyfhave all Vincentius Lyrinenſit's Qualifi- 
olſcations, * that it have been held ſemper, 
and bique G. ab omnibus, always every 
Partſwhere, and by all. Which can never 
„ Abelong to what was not apparently from 
0 the Beginning; as theſe Liturgies moſt 
omeſcertainly were not. 

low 3. The Third Authority for theſe 
thatfſort of Prayers, is taken from a Paſſage 
t tofin the Hiſtory of the T Maccabees, 
no which to me ſeems rather a powerful 
tin Argument againſt them; as being a 


*. clear Intimation, that there is nothing 
ers 


* Commonit. c. 3. 
2 Maces 12. r. 43, 443 45+ 
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to be found for them in Moſes or the 
Prophets, nor in the Doctrine of our $a.| i 


viour and his Apoſtles; ſince otherwiſc 
there had been no Occaſion, for having 
recourſe to thoſe dark and corrupted 
Times of the Jewiſh Church to patro- 
nize them. 

Nevertheleſs it is pleaded, har tho 
we have good Reaſon to reject the Mac- 
cabees from being any Part bf the inſpired 
Writers, yet the Teſtimony of the Author, 
as to Matter of Fatt, 15 une xceptabl 
enough, Now if ſo, there are two Mat. 
ters of Fact which will not make much 
for theſe Prayers for the Dead, that may 
be received upon the Veracity of the Au. 


thor of this Hiſtory. 


The one, that * under the Coats of eve- 
Ty one that was lain, they found thing. 
conſecrated to the Idols of the Jamnites, 
wich is forbidden the Jews by the Law, 
Then every Man ſaw, that this was the 
Cauſe wherefore they were ſlain. 50 
that it is plain by his own Acknowledg- 
ment, that theſe Men died in a very 
wicked State; and J cannot think it 5 
deſired that we ſhould have 1 Colled 


1 — . —_ Sh. 


* Ch. 12. 40. 
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inſerted 
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da- ioſerted in our Liturgy, for praying for 
Hef] the "Deliverance of ſuch out of Hell. 
ing] On the contrary, it is allowed, by this 
ted Jearned Author, as well as by St. Augu- 
ro- fin and the Apoſtolical Conſlitutions, that 
whatſoever a Man be, unleſs he dies 
ualiſied, that is, unleſs he bas lived to- 
erably well, I ſuppoſe I may add and died 
ſo too, be can't receive any Afſiflance 
or. from the Prayers of the Living. And 
11; yet without this, what Uſe can be made 
lat. of this Paſſage of the Maccabees ? 
ch The other, that he commends * Ra- 
1a is for having fallen upon his own 
\w-J Sword, rather than ſuffer himſelf to be- 
come a Prey to his Enemies. For he 
vel fays he did it manfully and nobly, cuyeroc, 
NC And it is no great Recommendation of 
tes, theſe Prayers to have been patroniz'd by 
270, ſuch an open Favourer of Self-murder, 
5% And yet I have one thing more to 
Sof add, in Relation to this Story in the 
dg ·¶ Maccabees ;, that it is not ſaid there, 
er) that this was a Catholick Practice a- 
EF mongſt the Fews. Nor can it be hewn 
ect to have been ſo; and ſo no Direction to 
—lus, had this been Canonical Scripture ; 


— 
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which it is not pretended to be. Not 
to mention, that not only Foſephu 
Ben Gorion, which perhaps might not 
ſignify much, but * Flavius Foſephus in 
His Account of Judas Maccabæus, takes 
no Notice of this Paſſage. Which looks 
ſomewhat as if this Author of the Mac- 
cabees were not ſo faithful in Matter of 
Fact, as were to have been deſired. 

So that upon the whole I cannot but 
conclude this Appeal, might to all in. 
tents and purpoſes as well have been 
forborn; even tho' ſhelter'd under the 
Covert of St. Auguſtin, who having li. 
ved at the latter End of the Fourth Cen-fſo 
tury, and the Beginning of the Fifth, 
comes therefore too late to be a compe- 
tent Witneſs, to ſettle a Diſpute about] 
what was done in the Second. | 

The Sum is, that almoſt all the Au— 
thors here cited, are too late to be pro- 
per Witneſſes, in a Caſe that was too 
long before them, to be clearly and 
certainly known in their Days; that 
the Inſtance from the Maccabees does 
it no kindneſs, that Tertullian ſays no- 
thing for any ſuch Uſage in the Firſt 


— 
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Not Century ; and if he cannot be ſuppoſed, 
hu to have throughly underſtood the Riſe 
not land Original of it, much leſs could 
inf St. Cyprian, who lived about Fifty Years 
kes after him. And by conſequence this 
oksI Uſage, tho' of long ſtanding, and pret- 
lac-· Ity near the beginning is yet defective in 
r ofthis, that it is not quite Old enough. 
All that farther remains under this 

but Head, is briefly to conſider ſome farther 
in. Arguments, in behalf of the Practice 
here pleaded. And they are theſe fol 
owing. 
1. It might be thought the Prayers 
en · Jof good People for their departed Friends 
fth, night improve their Condition, and ſo be 
pe- of good Advantage to them in that leſs 
out perfect State of Happineſs, wherein they 
are to remain till the Reſurrection. But 

Au- Mad our Saviour and his Apoſtles thought 
ro- Iſo, who knew this much better than 
too ny ſince, it is not conceivable that they 
and rould have given no manner of Dire- 
hat tion about theſe ſort of Prayers. We 
Joes re taught to * Pray for one another, 
no- And + to deſire each other's Prayers here; 


* St. Mat. 5. 44+ Phil, 1. 9. Coloſ. 1.9. 1 The,. 5. 23. 
— und ſeveral other Places. 


+ 1 Theſſ. 5. 25. 2. The. f. 3. Hebr. 3. 18. 
en- and 
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and what Reaſon can be conceived, why 
we ſhouldnot have been likewiſe ſome wa 
directed to Pray for the Saints departed i 
general, or ſo much as for our deceaſe( 
Friends and Relations, if our Prayer 
might be truly profitable to them? 
2. Whether or no the Petition in th 
preſent Litany, Remember not Lord e 
Offences, nor the Offences of our Fore# 
fathers, &*c. does not reach the Deceaſei 
is a Queſtion. There is likewiſe a Pray: 
in the Burial Office, which ſeems ti 
ſound full to this Senſe. I cannot think 
this will hold. But if it be thought h. 
others that it will, why ſhould any whdþ 
are of that Opinion be uneaſy, for th 
reftoring King Edward's Liturgy, whillf® 
they believe what they deſire to be al 
ready in our own preſent Liturgy; thoſſ® 
not ſo fully and explicitely as there 
That, it is likely, they may think bei 
ter, becauſe fuller, and in more ex pre 
Terms. But if they have the Subſtance? 
of it, ſure it muſt be much better t ; 
be content with that, than to make: 
any Breach in the Church of Chriſt 
for what themſelves cannot ſhew to b 
abſolutely neceſſary, even upon thei! l 
own Principles 


3. Th. 


„774 
3. The Holy Catholic Church, and the 
whiCommunion of Saints, are Branches of the 
walllteed e And the Notion of the Cathbolick 
d i burch, takes in the other World, no leſs 
aſe $b4an this. And ſmce the Church is but one, 
yer bt nos the nobler Diviſion ſhare the 
ommon Privilege of the Body, and come 
 thSvichin the Communion of Saints? No 
| ououbt of it. But there are other ways 
ref holding Communion with them, be- 
*aſe 


des that of Praying for them. Such as 
ay raiſing God for his great Grace mani- 
5 teſted in them, and for the holy Exam- 
hinhles they have left us for our Imitation 
t byſcturning our unfeigned Thanks for their 
wh eliverance from under the Bondage of 
- the Fleſh, and out of all the Miſeries of 
hilfJÞ!s troubleſome and ſinful World; re- 
alhlzining an honourable Remembrance of 
thoſſÞem, and endeavouring that others may 
ere have the ſame ; confidering them as fel- 
betfJow Members of that one Body whereof 
breſhriſt is the Head, tho? now in a far 
ancÞappter State, than thoſe they have left 
r tehind them; and a Hope and longing 
nakÞelire and Prayers, to partake with them 
rifÞ thoſe glorious and ineſtimable Man- 
o bons which our Lord has purchaſed for 
heil his true and faithful Diſciples, and 

| e whereot 


Th 
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| whereof they are gone before to take Poſ{ 
ſeſſion, together with the abundantly com; 
pleater Enjoyment, whereto all the Chil. 
dren of God ſhall be advanced after the 
Reſurre&ion. What they may poſſiblyf 
do for us in Heaven, or what we might 
farther do for them on Earth, as th 
learned Biſhop Pearſon ſpeaks, * is ng 5 
revealed unto us in the Scriptures, nor cane, 
be concluded by neceſſary Dedufion fron . 
any Principles of Chriſtianity. 4 
4. The Cuſtom of Praying for the De. 
ceaſed, which began in the Apoſtolick Ape 
and was continued through the whold; 
Church, until the Sixteenth Century 
this Cuſtom, we conceive, is very ſervice 
able to the Ends of Religion: It ſuppoſeliy, 
our Friends but removed to a diſtant Counſh 
try, and exiſting in à different Condition 
and that they only dye in one Place to liu 
in another : It refreſhes the Belief of tl 
Soul*s Immortality, draws back the Cu 
tain of the Grave, and opens a Comm 
nication between this World and the | 
ther. And had this Uſage been kept 0 
Tis ME we might not have had | 
much Scepticiſm and Infidelity among 


* On the Creed. P. 358. 


This Patt rah confiſting W 

| rent: Parts, 1 have therefore. ſet it 
down Whole as 1 find it, that I may the | 
ſhew my Difſitis Rion, as te om 
iculars contained in it. 
1. It is here affirmed, that The Calur 


F Prayin the ecegſed, began in the 
e . 12 this is not yet w 


proved; 2 nd L hope have ſhewn that it 
;nnot "Beſides that I have inſtanced 
in ſome. ike that were undoubtedly 
\poſtolical, and yet are not deſired to bs 
reftored..; -\tho' their Original is more cer- 
Ttaoly: known, than the Original of this 
8 or can be. _ 
2. And mas continued thro". the whot; 5 

2 £3 until the Sixteench Century, Ang 
het! bk never meet with any ——_— . 
wild thew me one-Inſtance. of it in the 
'Sirſt Century, nor till the Concluſion of 

the Second, 1 v5 one out of Africk, which 

is. far; enough from being the whole © 
Church, during all che Tpird. Tho“ 
IF: Communicating, of Infants, 80 
ought | know; p of as ſoon as this, 
4 a. im all appearance extended as far, and 
N yet in aconfiderable Part of the World, . 
las not Aptiquiry pleaded for the, Revi- 
ul of it. 
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Jt acktipw oF, 0 vas r 0 
eigens Nile for lj lit. This" is an nb 
voidable Gonſequetice of his. - Aﬀlertion, 
unleſs it could have beep Top 55 © tha 
our Lord arid his Apoſtles coul 
conceal ewe Id, war 1 
10 ps D2ry fervicesble to the bak 0 
Relig 1700 2 7 W 
1 78550 our Friendt bur 
RES Con itry,” And exiſt 
rem ennie t. And why wil not 
| Hole Inſtances 'of tormmunion' with the 
Saints'depitted,” I have juſt;riow retired, 
do it as effegdally, 3s any Prayers. for 
them can Do we "not hereby "Jeclare 
our Beliefof anothiir 'State, that the 
Friends we commemorate, for whoſe 
Happineſs e return Thanks,” "arid to 
| . Society ud beg ta, be "Reſtored 
hut Femoved into a dif ant Country, 
2 neſt exiſt in a Arent, 4 much be 
| ter 
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td all intepty 2 Irpotes as 
by E 8 ſibly, 5 o 
to 15 by 7 rayers We could offer tp 
for t bem Would not. theſe as truly re 
Red the ele oul's g 


draw back 5 Wa CA the Graue, and 
open a Communication.hetween this World 
and the other? All theſe Ends are as 


| Italy. ferved, by that Reſpe& we thus 


to the Memory of the Saints, as 


th they could be expected: to be, by he 
Petuions in King Edward's Liturgy, .if 


they had been Fd all Aang, cr | 
be now to be Reſtored.  - 
7 And bad this Uſage heen kept. on, 
, we might not haue had fo 
Seepticiſm and Infidelity amongſt us. 
And yet it is not only poſſible we might, 


but there can no good Reaſon be given, 


why it ſhould' have been expected to bz 
otherwiſe. Would Prayers uhauthorized 
by our Saviour and his Apoſtles be of 
greater Rfficacy for converting Atheiſts 
and Infidels, or for convincing and ſa- 


gusfying Scepticks, than all the other Me- 


thods he has left us of doing it? This 
0 not rp 1magined. þ 
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. Ke ples, and ſetile tbe Perſwaſion of ff 


be done? It was not done by the Church 
in the Apoſtolical Age; and it is not 
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what other Church has Authority to do 


ay Uſe in this Caſe, becauſe he ſuppo- 
held by the Univerſal Church.” Which 


— 
Leg 


* ö 5 
38 7 


But Lind ſt SEE 1 at 
42 in bel of Fl the Dead, (Pr 

condemned in 1 
utbority of the Cburch cht 
to remove tur 


7 bb N 
ears 4 very goods 2 


pol 


the Laar, of tbe thing: Now | 


did not Know it was the Lawfulneſs on- th 


ly, that is inſiſted upon, but the Expe - fſtai 
dieney, and even the abſolute Neceſſiy eat 


of it which was aimed at, in all that un 


has been urged hitherto. And et if this the 


Vere to bel ſettled by the Authority of jwh 


the Church, it would be no irtiproper ant 
Queſtion, to aſk by what Church it muſt fer 
'T; 


now done by our own Church. And 6b 


it amongſt us, is yet to be ſnewn. Nor 
will the Saying of St. Auguſtin, that 
Whatever is beld by tbe Univerſal church, 
and . obſerved, without being 4 
rled by any concikary Decree, is right 
believed an Apoſtolical Tradition, be bf LI. 


be 
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fes his Tradition to have been always 
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an by 25 means be granted! conteting 
Prayers for the Dead. 

In che very firſt- Notice we have of 
theſe Prayers, they are declared Unſcrip: 
gol; The Uſe of them is not profelſed 
Tertullian to g0 back ſo fir as the A 
oſtles Time; Ader they began to 8 
Inade Uſe of, they did not preſeacly ob- 
NF ain through the Gafrettel Church; Nor 
* n any one certainly promiſe: hicfelf - 
xt puy good Effect of them; And what 1 
is therefore ean make them "neceſſity, * 3 
of {what need there is to ſtruggle for 1 
er and eſpecially at this we. is What ER 
{| Nerves à ferious Conſideration. -Y 
h III. The third Paſſage to be Reſtored. = 
ot I the Prayer for the Deſcerir 7 the Hoy 

Ghoſt, upon the Sacramental Elements. , 
ſhe Words in our firſi Reformed Liturry | 
land thus in the Conſecration © Prayer 1 
Dear us (O Werciful Father) we be. LS, 
lech thee, and. with thy Poly Spirit 
m-{0102d vouchſate to bleſs and fandffy 
heſe thy: Gifts and Creatures of Breu 
d Wine, tbat they may be al 
be Body and Blood of thy ina 
dxloved Don Jeſus' Chziſt.” WM 
Fer Part of this Petition is the vet 
Fith that in the Canon of the 
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HB ms Hlii tui : 3 Zeſa 
Cbriſſi. But I cannot ny hn | 
condemn'd..upon. this Account. I 23. 5 
ther 7 the contrary, how theſſi 
Church of Rome ſtill retains it in he 
Canon; becauſe I take it Pr AT ; 
that They may le made S the Boayſitie 
and Blood of Ghrif is not confiſt ent with th 
their belo ine of Tranſubſtantiaſſih 
tion; and is a convincing: Argument 4 
to prove that Doctrine, to have been inf 
vented, ſince Part at leaſt of thafſſ 
Canon was compoſed. - But this only by 
the way. Qur proper Buineſs at pre: 
ſent is to conſider, how: far it is reaſons; 
dle and neceſſary at this Time to anGi 
_ Upon the Petition's being inſerted inwſh 
r own Liturgy. we. here the Que: 
ſtion is DOT? 7. -- | 1 
1. Whether this be a good and Inof | 
fenlive Petition in itſelf, with Reſpedſts 
either to the Matter, ar to tlie Latent | 
* of ĩt. Nor he fa 
Whether if it were now in the 
8 might not properly be uſe 
; again, "LF Wc! 
3. Whether it might not ſeafonably 
be Puget to the Judgment of a Con 
vocation, 
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5 ea ha a. IJ think I. 0 n 5 
AN 1 Author Her- 
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ris and Actions of 
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51 ud here again the 
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| Ki be 1 i not ſo much 22 

Fuded; On is Kid for it being, ve 

af 1 e& proved to Be an ancient U age, 

ent Put fr he th gal 1 7 how our Hee 
* ; prove more, than 
h ET begin by the middle of the 

Phi C which may recommend 

but an never make it a neceſſary 

| Yr ty. 


des, it not being denied, but 
+ Fort of we Hivocation may be 
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licatian in our preſent i 
ES "can be pleaded for the [i 
on pedience; whict (al 
m. füte is very unſeaſonably pleads jo 
tx 2 and cn do pon g bod, b. 
i Ta and certainly will: do „a. great de 1 
of —_ as in ther Reſpedts, fo. parti; Je 
eee in rate p, 2 veral 1oju: . 
- - dictous Per 0 of more than trus 
_ OUnderſtand r to the Church hi 
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py ſe, than to unſettle their, Minds 5 
PS! them 1 Ol gde 
ch at ˖ are Aber arg eee 
already. F 400 1 + 22 prove the 1e = 
ofa hel: ee d bene * 
it s unax able, it may be tog 
te to 1 . ent of x the Conſequence, When the 


3 on” 55 be remedied. And Whether ac 
4 nd 1 ot iogethet with .thelfor 
le of -an nance ſee; Separtt io 7 pol 'Y 

the Account of. Expedieney,.;be' not. allwh 
ficient. Reaſon for Naalding. needs both 
25 or Conſideratien to determine. 2 E. 
If what is propoled, we | Suſe 
Part of Religion, d of ; Necel uff 

+ ſity in order to. 83 0 N 


ation, in this. Caſc 
5 F 5 e h e m bi of 5 0 * 
22 33 — 


his Duty „and leave the Events to ( 
allwiſe Providing, Which RO * 
things, and can *eaſily. cauſe: hein co 
Wort rage ber for gol to in that lous 
Am. Bot there is not the like Reaſon. to - 
expe&"h1s-Carc. aud Aſſiſtancè, in mats | 
terg not truly negeſſary, 410 where a 
Ma may be a Seed Chtiſtian without 
them. Here Man muſt, look forward; 
and take heed he does not run: himſelf 
or upon fuch Inconyeniences Was 
would Lertainly have p revented luis Pro- N 
adings, had he 1 ſenfible of them 

1 time.” And if unforeſeen Meta 
ebſue*th 1 lie at his Door, and he 
in his d estee be anſwerable for 
them. .- Which 18 a jufbViallication. of - 
och as dare not venture upon what — 
oreſee muſt prove miſchievous in 
vents o long as they find nothing 0 
chat 15 | of ſuch un; hüt 
mt” they* may "ſerve God accept Bly 
Een it ane it ere what might be 
uſeful” and expedient, if regularly ane | 
5 ufficiently, eſtabliſhed. 
f = fourth Tag 20 18 27 * 
ebe ory Prayer may be ore 
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_ which. in the fußt Reformed. Lewy, f, 
tands thu; 

* Wiherefoze © Low and Deavenly Fa: 
ther, accomding to the Inſtitution. of ty 
deatly beloved. an gur Daviour Telugh: 
Chziſf, we thy humble Servants do. co- 
Tebrate, and make here beine th the Di 
vine Paſeſly, with thels thy; holy bifis 
the Pemozial which thy Len hath. willed 
- . uis to matze; having" in Kemembzance, 
his bleſſed Paſſion, mighty Keſurrection,Þ* 
- and glozious Aſcenſion; rendring unto 

thee moſt hearty Thanks, foz the inn. 
merable Benefits pzocured--unto us by 
the ſame, entirely deſiring thy FatheriyF 
Goodneſs, &c. A. the Prayer goes on 
in the Poſt- -Commounion wf © our preſent L. 
Zur 

"Now for the Revival of this Prayer! it 
is. urged, that the Ancient Church, ant 
Hikes I Times, Mr. Mede, Dr. Hiekes 

Fobnſon and others, have taught the 
holy Euchariſt to be the Chriſtian Sacti- 
fice, which as theſe. leatned Perſons 
have underſtood it, will not be dif; F 
puted by me; the only Queſtion. at pre+ 


©, dent being, whether from hence there 


follows a Neceſlity of Reſtoring the fore: 
going Pray er. And ſuppoſing our Com- 


munion | 
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Vf conjot-Service be ſufficient without it; 


gait mult de granted, chat there is no 
thy Neceffity for it. Altetations in Matters of 


z Publick, Nature, are not to be made 


bug upon every appearance of making them 


| > o Advantage, left ſuch unforeſeen ill 


ſequences follow upon them, as are 
ore than an Equivalent to any Benefit 
-o chat can atiſe from them. And if our 
vice be ſuch as implies all that is here 
pleaded for, tho“ not ſo expreſsly and 
Fully: as there can be no pretence for 
uling to join in the Uſe of it, ſo nei- 
er for preſſing a Neceſſity of Reforma- 
on. To this effect the learned Mr. Fobn- 
, if he be in truth the Author of the 
lergy-man's cis Mecum, has greet his 

FOpinion; and upon ver Reaſon. 
"oh hich becauſe it may gait more with 
ome, than that of moſt others, I ſhall 
Fherefore give you it in his own Words.“ 
ome have with Vebemence inſiſted, that 
whenever Alterations are to be made, 
be firſt Collect in the Poſt-Conimunion 
pres uli be inſerted, between the Conſecra- 
lere lien and Adminiſtration, or ſome Prayer 
ore · t Oblation added in that Place, Now tho 
— . E . 
ion] * vad. Mec; Part 2. Pref. p. CVIIT: . 
Wh M 2 [1 
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J am. fully convinced that the  Eughayj 


may be as juftly called a Sacrifice: as am 


ſave that offered on the 7 725 T ca 


fee no Neceſſity for any, ſuch Alteration 
The, Caffe eon. ehe, and the Word 
aſed by the Prieſt at the Adminiſtration 
Teem ſufficient, if rightly, underſtood: an 
applied. In the Conſecration Prayer Chrill, 
iz ſaid, by the Oblation of himſelf uponlf 
the Croſs, to have made à ſull and per 
fect Sacrifice, and in our Saviour e Word 
of Inſtitution, inſerted in tbis Prayer, the 
Bread is called his Body given, i. e. /{ 
criſiced for us; the Wine, his. Blood 
ſhed as a Libation for us, 7. e. for thi 
Remiſſion of our Sins, as follows preſent 


after. Naching then tan be more clea 
than that the Euchariſt is hereby declare 
to be a Sacrifice; and in the Words « 
Adminiſtration, the Merits of it are af 


plied to every Receiver, The Body ct 
Chriſt which was given for thee (and i 
now exhibited to God in thy bebalf) pr 
ferve thy B ody and. Soul to eternal Life: 
No wiſe Man is for Alterations, but in| 
Caſe of apparent Neceſſity, which I cannitÞ 
perceive in the Matter now before wi 
"Tis true the Euchariſt is ſo commonly 
ſtiled the Oblation, or — 7 
| 14; 
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1 
arif ther i the Pr 7 of Oblation bad conti- 
am nued in the Place where it was fuſft fixed 
ca in Edward Vith's Time it might very mell 
tion hade been juſtified by the common Practice 
of the ancient Church, and even by Scrip- 
ture itſelf. But I fear that an n 


1 FT 


of this ſort, as things now ſtand, might 
6 attended. with, no good Conſequences. 
J. Nor can more be inferred from all the 
J Citations that are alledged; for owning 
ir Fock to be the Chriſtian 
Sacrifice, than that it is to be offered up 
. f accordingly. And ſo long as this may 
loch be done, by our preſent Liturgy , no 
Þ Progf: of the, Sacrifice will ever prove 
Neceſſity of changing our preſent Form, 


o 


r that of King Edwards. 


But it is ſaid, Ihe Gentiles bad their 
Sacrafices attended with Devotion : Thus 
Ichryſes and the Grecians make a Prayer 
ts their pretended God, before they eat 
of the Sacrifice.. Thus in the Moſaick 
JVorſbip, when, Hezekiah. reſtored. the 
Temple Service, *ris ſaid, When the 
Burnt- offering began, the Song of the 
Lord began alſo. 4nd 7bus the learned 
| Dr. Lightfoot obſerves, that the Jews 
offered Prayers with their Sacrifice, &c. 
And thus it might farther be ſaid ow 

the 
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the Gay Bogan * celebrat:if 
"this. bo we, without both precedingh 
nd lagen, Prayers, This belvg a 
Inftance as proper to the purpoſe, as anyſ 
of the reſt. But neither this, nor anf 
of the othark, Tis all of them togethef, 
wi any means prove it neceflary ty 
Rare ok S Fel. Which 
was the only Point, under Confiderationy 
and which alone was to have been prof 
ved. That others uſed Prayers with thek 
Sacritices does by. no means import that 
we do not; and when it is plain, and 
evident and inconteſtable that we da 
they will never prove that we mult necdy 
lay aſide thoſe Prayets:we have to make}; 
Room for others., And yet without this 


they leave the Caſe juſt as they found it; 
I have now gone over the Four Heads 

propoſed for a Reformation to be mad: 
n the Liturgy, as it ſtands at preſent 

And upon a Review of the whole I can- 
not but conclude, that our preſent Ser. 
vice-book is not ſo defective in any df 
theſe Heads, but that it may very 
well be continued as it is. And whilit 
it is thus continued, there is nothing will 
_ Juſtify a Departure from it. And this I af. 
frm notwithſtanding the different Cha- 
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gers, given. by King Edword's-Parlia- 


relſment ta bis Two Liturgies ; from whence 
iet is collected, that according to their 
; Mjudgwient, tbe | Firſt Common. Prayer- 
Book © 1945 formed by Divine Aiſtance, 
id diſcborged by Human Infirmity. For 
What if this Parliament happened to be 


gere miſtaken in relation to the Two 


ning them. But again, ſuppoſe th | 
nod been really in the right, and Ti 
ding Edwards Fixſt Liturgy, had been 
all reſpects perfecter, and more cor 
Pete than that we now have, yet ſo long 
u ours is not defective in any of the Ef- 
tial of Religion, the Reſult would 
Paly be this, that it would be our Duty 
9 uſe our Endeavours in a regular Me- 


0 trough. all the Obligations we are un- 
Per, and irregularly: throw atide the Lat- 


* niſtaken 2 Then their Authority cannot 
Peri much to us. And yet that they 


Ain from what has been obſerved con- 


more com 


hod to get the Former Reftored, if it 
night be done ; not that we are to break 


= And as this is not conſiſtent with our 
5 Duty, as Members either of the Church 
af. Pr Kingdom; fo neither is it with Rea- 
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be thus effected, it is incumbent üpolf | 


quietly and ſubmiſſively to Wait till if 
fires and prays for. This I ſay 


ſtore them were a proper Undertaking, l 


wiſe 
to every Purpoſe under the Heaven, And 


oe . 8 WY 
fon and Policy, F. (BP ef id c 
ture are not to be made otherwiſe thank; 


by. 2 due Authority and in a prope 
orm and M Method. And till th ; Can 


each one, either to reſt contented, and 
bleſs God that he can have the liberty o 
worſhipping him, in a'imanfier no wayf 
dilagreeing with his Word; or at leaf 


ſhall pleaſe God to grant him what he de 
was the 
Duty of all good Chriſtians, ſuppo- 
fing King Edward's Liturgy had been! 
completer than our own, But that it i 
fo, all things confidered, will not Lou's 
be granted. * : 
And after all, were there reater Res 
ſon than there is for Re ee 'thek 


Prayers and Directions, as defire ſill 5 
unleſs they were abſolutely neceſſary, i . 


may juſtly be queſtioned whether to Re- 


To every thing there ts 4 Seaſon, as the 
an ſpeaks, Eccleſ. 3. 1. and a Time 


whether this be a proper Time for ſuch 
Alterations, is a matter of ſerious In- 


quiry. 


And 
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Hur cheſe are not to be made lightly and 
ithout a juſt aud neceſſary Cauſe. Where 


to our Salvation without them, al 


ing them about; but ſtill in a regular 
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*Wttaation, the Corruptions of the Church 
'Wf Rome being become fo groſs, that there 
w-no ſafety in retaining them. But 
Fhere there is not fuch abſolute Neceſ- 
„ wiſe Men ate of Opinion, that they 
e not readily to be ventured upon, left 
ey prove prejudicial in the Event. This 
the avowed Doctrine of St. Auguſtin, * 
ſa quippe mutatio conſuetudinis, etiam 


uapropter que utilis non eſt, pertur- 
tione infructuoſa conſequevier noxia eſt. 
e change of a Cuſtom, even when it 
lps by its Profitableneſs, yet creates Di- 
rbance by its Novelty. Wherefore 
hen it is not profitable, it is conſequent- 
detrimental by a fruitleſs Diſturbance. 
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e adjuvat uiilitate, novitate perturbat. 
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theo ers being; virtually in 
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